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FOREWORD

The information presented in this report has been gathered by the
office of the state engineer, Division of Water Resources, Department
of Public Works. Two earlier: reports on this subject, Bulletin 2 of
the State Department of Engineering and Bulletin 21 of the Depart-
ment of Emngineering and Irrigation, present complete information
on irrigation districts and the irrigation district movement in Cali-
fornia up to and including 1928. Perhaps no other recent Depart-
ment publication has had so wide a demand as Bulletin 21. It is for the
purpose of continuing up to date the historical and statistical data
contained in Bulletin 21, and in addition to present any pertinent
information on irrigation districts and their activities in 1929, that this
report is published. It is desired to express the appreciation of this
office for the cooperation of irrigation district secretaries and other
distriet officials in responding to requests for information.

(5)






CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Irrigation District Laws.

The rapid development of irrigation in California is due largely to
the organization of districts under the state irrigation distriet law,
commonly known as the Wright Act. In 1897 a new act was passed
which, while it did not materially alter many of the essential
features of the act of 1887, made radical changes in the provisions for
the organization and financing of irrigation distriets. A great many
amendments to the 1897 act, as well as supplementary acts, have been
passed by the legislature since 1901.* The most important of these
changes are as follows:

1. Requiring petitions for the formation of irrigation districts to be
referred by the board of supervisors of counties, to the state engineer
for report.

2. Creating a bond certification commission, composed of the attorney
general, state superintendent of banks and state engineer.

3. Permitting organization of distriets to be proposed by 500
petitioners.

4. Reducing the number of votes necessary to carry the organiza-
tion of a district from two-thirds to a majority of votes cast.

5. Permitting boards of directors of districts to call bond elections
without petition of landowners, on the approval of the election by the
bond commission.

6. Permitting the organization and financing of improvement dis-
triets within irrigation distriets.

7. Permitting districts to develop hydroelectric plants and to sell
and distribute the energy generated thereby.

Irrigation District Organizations.

In Bulletins Nos. 2 and 21, previously referred to in the foreword,
there was presented a history of the early irrigation movement in
California and of the districts organized to 1929, and reference is
made to these bulletins for details up to that date. Two distriets
were organized in 1929. The total number of districts organized and
now (January 1, 1930) existing under the California irrigation dis-
triet law is 116. Ninety-four of this number maintain regular organi-
zations and are active, while twenty-two are inactive and have appar-
ently abandoned any useful purpose that may have existed when they
-—T'i‘_—h; California irrigation district law, with related laws, is published in full

in Bulletin 18, 1929 Revision, Department of Public Works, Division of Water
Resources.
(7)
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were organized. In only one instance has a district, after having been
organized and operated under the California irrigation distriet law,
adopted another form of organization.

Inactive Irrigation Districts.

A full history of inactive irrigation districts is given in Bulletin 21,
pages 346-370. There was no change in the status of these distriets
in 1929.  An investigation was made by the state engineer of all of
these districts with a view to determining what if any value was being
served by their organizations. Each district was visited and land-
owners interviewed as to any probable future activities of the districts.
The investigation indicated that at least 15 of the 22 inactive districts
made no pretense of maintaining organizations, had no directors or
other district officials, and were not now' serving or likely to serve
any useful purpose in the future. The landowners in most of these
distriets would like to see them dissolved but none were sufficiently
interested to initiate voluntary dissolution proceedings. Apparently
most of the districts are subject to involuntary dissolution proceedings,
and some of such cases were submitted to the attorney general for
consideration.

Districts Organized for Irrigation or Water Conservation Other Than Irrigation
Districts.

In addition to irrigation districts, the state engineer has jurisdiction
in the organization of water conservation distriets as provided in the
water storage distriet act of 1921 and the water district act of 1913 as
amended in 1929. Both of the latter statutes are published in full in
Bulletin 18, 1929 revision of California irrigation distriet laws. In
Bulletin 21, pages 371 to 388, will be found a fairly complete history
of various water conservation districts other than irrigation distriets.

There is record of the organization of two county water districts in
1929, viz: Downey county water district, Lios Angeles County; Bel-
mont county water district, San Mateo County. These were both
organized primarily to provide for a domestic water supply.

No districts were organized in 1929 under the water district act of
1913.

Water Storage Districts.

Since the publication of Bulletin 21, two of the four water storage
districts therein deseribed (pages 81-85) have been dissolved. These
are the San Joaquin River Water Storage Distriet and the Xern River
Water Storage District. The Tulare Lake Basin and the Buena Vista
Water Storage districts remain active. The latter distriet voted bonds
m 1929 in the principal amount of $942,731, for the aequisition and
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construction of works, and it had completed the major portion of the
construction work planned by January 1, 1930.

Irrigation Districts Association.

The organization of California irrigation distriets into an association
for their mutual benefit was the result of a meeting in 1919 of five of
the larger districts for the consideration of distriet financing. This
meeting resulted in the organization of an association which now
includes nearly all of the districts operating under the California irriga-
tion district law. Its executive committee gives careful consideration
{0 matters affecting the welfare of districts and is especially concerned
in all legislation relating to irrigation and the conservation of the
waters of the state. The Irrigation Districts Association of California

maintains an office at 932 Pacific Building, San Francisco, where the
secretary may be addressed for information. Two meetings of the
association are held annually.

The 1929 spring meeting of the association was held in Sacramento.
The time of the meeting was given to the consideration of some 60
bills involving proposed legislation affecting irrigation distriets and
water conservation. Twenty-six of these bills were approved by the
association and 23 of the approved bills were passed by the legislature.

The fall meeting was held in San Francisco and was devoted largely
to the discussion of irrigation distriet financing -and federal aid to irri-
gation districts. At this time a joint meeting was held with repre-
sentatives of reclamation and drainage districts and plans for cooper-
ating with these districts in securing federal aid discussed.

District Management Creditable.

Under the generally unfavorable agricultural conditions which pre-
vailed in 1929, California irrigation districts are to be congratulated on
the very favorable showing made by the organizations as a whole.
Despite losses due to unusual weather conditions and low prices for
most farm and orchard products, the districts met bond and interest
coupon payments to the amount of $6,521,498, and reduced their other
interest-bearing obligations by $378,797. The bond obligations paid
represent 93.6 per cent of all such obligations due from the distriets
in 1929. In addition to the large capital payments met by the dis-
triets it is estimated that they were also called upon to expend from
tax revenues not less than $4,600,000 for administration and for
operating and maintaining their irrigation systems and for necessary
new construction and extensions. The transactions of the distriets also

_involved the expenditure of $1,017,078 from funds derived from the
sale of bonds, as represented by the approvals of the bond commission
in 1929. The whole represents income and expenditure transactions
of nearly $24,000,000, a very large business. When it is considered
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that this business was dependent on agriculture for its material income,
that it was attempting to build up no surplus and to make no profits,
and that it was managed by some 80 or more independent units with-
out mutual responsibilities, the very ereditable financial showing made
leads to the coneclusion that California irrigation districts as a whole
are well managed.

Future Annual Reports.

It is planned to issue each year a report similar to this one as a
further supplement to Bulletin 21, if sufficient accurate information is
furnished by the districts to justify the effort and expense. Individual
districts and the association are therefore urged to continue to extend
their cooperatioh to make this plan successful.
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LIST OF ACTIVE CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICTS

Distriet County President Secretary Address
Alpaugh. - - oooooo___ Talares losdotosend A.B.Allen. - .- Alpaugh
JEaimerc ok ek Sl sl Tulare, Fresno, Kings Elmer Sibley- ... .-~ Dinuba
Anderson-Cottonwood._ Shasta, Tehama ... John Klukkert____._. Anderson -
Banta-Carbona._ . __ San Joaquin__ - W. Schlossman______ Tracy
_________ Imperial _.____ S. M. Colby____ W.C.Ross...—___--| Ross Corner, Yuma
Baxter Creek__ Lassen County_...__ C. M. Stewart._ J.A.Pardee____.___ Susanville
Beaumont___ Riverside. .. _.______ E. D. Noreross- W.L.Percy - ____ Beaumont
Big Springs. (S5 b)) BRI NI K. Gemmet____ Roy E. Swigert-.___ Montague
Browns Valley_ Nubseliooamelonn, L. B. Gurney. F.E.Snell _________ Browns Valley
Butte Valley____ Siskiyou. .. ooooooo_ H. L. Nelson________ M. A. Gilmer_______ Macdoel
Byron-Bethany _..__.__ Contra Costa, San
Joaquin, Alameda_.| W. J. Livingstone_.._| G. A. Howard._.._.. Byron
Camp Far West_.....__| Placer, Yuba._..____. R. H. Durst-._- Robert Anderson.. . ..| Wheatland
Carmichael .___________ Sacramento. .. ..____ E.M. Lynch__._____ Roy W. Sullivan_____| R.R.5, Box 1427,
Sacramento
Carpenter...._...__..__ Orange.«..t fels L2 L.W.Evans_____.__ D. S. Smiley__-._.___ R.R. 3, Box 249, Orange
Citrus Heights_.____.__ Sacramento-Placer-..| J. A. Gray__ ... Floyd J. Locher_ .. _- R.FRD. 1,.113101: 77,
oseville
Compton-Delevan....__ Colusacocediuoopn s W. H. Lovelace_._._. O.E. Ryan.__.2. ;- 550 Montgomery St.,
San Francisco
Consolidated .- _.______ Fresno, Tulare, Kings| W. H. Shafer_______. A. R. Stedman______ Box 64, Selma
Corcoran... AKangs . P e J. M. Hansen__ Corcoran
Cordua. - 2 Nuba. .2 Warren Steel__ Marysville
Creseent._ A H. A. Momson Riverdale
Deer Creek______ _| Tehama_______ Charles Dicus._-____ Box 680, Chico
] : Robert Wallace, Jr.._ Brentwood
El Camino _| Tehama____. WCripez= g a8 0. R. Smith. Gerber
El Dorado.- - N W.A. Rantz________ Roger W. Browne._..| Placerville
El Nido.--- Andrew Escola_.____ W. A. Wright___ El Nido, Box 73
Fairoaks___ 2 E. C. Phoenix_______ Guy L. Camden Fairoaks
Fallbrook...._...._.._| San Diego____. Fred Myers______.__ C. C. Coo Fallbrook
Boothillo..22 .- _ . Fresno, Tulare_ H.J. MacKenzie. . ._| Geo. H. Pettenglll.-_ Orosi 3
Tlresnosists.. S sk i e Fresno. cocccooem-- A. B. Tarpey.-—c---- J. AllanHall______._ 1001-9 Griffith McKen-
zie Bldg., Fresno
Glenn-Colusa__..___.__ S. S. Havenor___.___ H.R. Allard._ ... Willows
Grenada .............. Claude J. Strong_____ Stuart Taylor_ Box 53, Grenada
Hemet-_ o oonoane C. C. Nordal-.__ Hemet
Hot Sprmg Valley_.—.--- _| 8. B. Kelley_- Alturas
Imperial .. ____________ _| Earl C. Pound. El Centro
Island No. 8. ...__ J. B. Roberts__ Ri. 1, Laton
-| W. W. Koehler__ Glenn

La Mesa, Lemon Grove

and Spring Valley____
Lemoore
ILindenu g2k, T

Lindsay-Strathmore____
Littlerock Creek. -

Newport M
Ogldale:__ - _ 210 o=

Oroville-Wyandotte._ - -
Owens Valley_.__
Palmdale_...

Potter Valley.._.___ 7Ly
Princeton-Codora-Glenn

3—79916

Siskiyou....----
San Joaquin.

Peter Rusconi__.
Leo M. Harvey__
~| 0. 8. Smith___
L. L. Garner. -

Ralph G. Houston._
Ernest L. Daniells_...

D.K.Barnell..____.
H. G. Jacobsen_

G. W. Dwinnell
V.J. Reeve____

Bessie L. Scutt_
H. 8. Hurlbut__
G. W. Conrad-_..___

| Miss Ruth C. Drew..
W. J. Garrett
A.L. Cowell..____.

H. P. Sargent_.__.__
C. S. Abbott.__
J. 8. Nation._._

George Wadsworth

Nevada, Placer______| J. A. Teagarden_____| Mrs. B. W. Baldwin__
"| Geo. A. Waterman.._| C. R. Van Duyn_.___
g Charles W. Te Winkle| D. J. Dodge-.... .-
Stanislaus, San
Joaquin.__.______ H. S. Crowe..cc—---- M. P. Kearney .-
Butte_ - - Carleton Gray--.-__. W. J. Monro.-._
Inyo_.___ J:L.Gish_ __ . . _ . Dell Yandell. - 2
F. J. Ikeler- . Mrs. Doris Hoss y...
_| Tony Seeley - A. E. Pettit___

Glenn,
Glenn,
San D

A. W. Patton

Colusa._
Colusa_

J.E. Alley_.
R. R. Ingles_
W. G. Poage

-| L. M. Benoit_....___

Mrs. Lyda Verlaque._ -

San Joaquin

Box 37, La Canada
Elsinore

Rt. 1, Box 197, Laton
Corcoran

Lakeside

P.O. Box 82, La Mesa

Lemoore 4

912 Bank of America
Bldg., Stockton

Lindsay

Littlerock

Hanford
Madera

1710 10th St.,
Sacramento

Box L1, Merced

P.0. Box 1678, Modesto

Victorville

Montague

Roberts Bldg., Tracy

Grass Valley

Costa Mesa

Box 305, Costa Mesa

Oakdale A
Box 256, Oroville
Bishop

Palmdale

-| Blythe

Paradise

-| Ukiah

Princeton
Willows
P.O. Box 34, Ramona
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LIST OF ACTIVE CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICTS—Continued

Distriet County President Secretary Address
Riverdale. . ..._.___. R. M. Cushman____. Tina Z. Cushman..._| Riverdale
San Dieguito Chas. H. Webster-..._| G. E. Thrailkill Encinitas
Santa Fe_._________.._ C. A, Shaffer..._._.. Rancho Santa Fe
San Ysidro_.______.___ J. Caplin dd San Ysidro
Scott Valley ........... C. F. Bryan S Fort Jones
Serrano_._____._______ Willard Smith_______ F. H. Collins...._.___ R.D. 1, Box 168, Orange

--| Mrs. Sarah F. Becker-

South Montebel]o J. H. Duteher_____ 1210 Spruce St.,
South Pasadena
South San Joaquin.____ San Joaquin D.0.Castle..._.._. S. L. Steele. .. _____. Manteca
BHINSON..duize o duuudis T | B.W.Kilby_._..._. R. M. Bostwick. _...| Fresno
Table Mountain.__.____ Butte. . . R. W. Campbell.____ John Brereton, Jr....| Feather Ave., Oroville
TerraBella..._.._..___ Tulare -| D. M. Stanley...____ E. H. Robinson...__._| Terra Bella
Thermalito..........__ Butte_. . | Mark Hodgson.__.__ Raymond A. Leonard| Oroville
Tia Juana River___.____ San Diego. A. L. Boyce._.._____ Mrs. Minnie B. Sniff_| San Ysidro
Tracy-Clover.. ... S R. R. Mehring._ . .___ George Wadsworth___| Roberts Bldg., Tracy
Tranquillity ... J. A. Benkert.______ J.E. Cuttle._.___.__ Tranquillity
i _| Glenn L. Moran_____| P.O. Box 477, Tulare
iR J. A. Pardee_ - - | Susanville
D. Anna Sorenson . _| 117W. Main 8t., Turlock
Vandalia.oi b oiio Tulare _| F.F.Heydenfeldt____{ H. C. Pegram.__ _| Box 1026 Porterville
Vista: oooolol Th San Diego. C. M. Stokes_______. W. C. Witman_.____| Vist:
Waloitbe o o] Los Angeles. . L. R. Paxton________ Laura E. Paxton_____| R. D Box 670, Rivera
Waterford....__..______ Stanislaus..... A.E. Ketcham______ C. W. Quinley._._.__ Waterford
West Side________ _| San Joaquin____ Samuel A. Shearer.___| John C. Chrisman_ . _| Box 607, Tracy
West Stanislaus_ Stanislaus, Merced___ K160 ¢ W ITEERS Elbridge Smith______ Westley
Woodbridge. ... San Joaquin.__ ... W.J. Robmson, Jr..._| Mrs. Olla L. Strother. | Woodbridge
Buena Vista Water A
Borages. ..o douual o KernaLdus . 0 ol Leroy J. Nichel._____ J.E. Weolley_ . ... Buttonwillow
Tulare Lake Basin
Water Storage.._____ Kinggear Lok obal Harry Lee Martin___| Dan Hadsell___.__.._. Hanford
Prare 1
20 20
Pl>oolved Seven districts formed
R prior to 1909 were aclive
Inactive January 1,1930
15— | — | —— - — —] 15
o Active
u
N
z
Qg wo|— > {SRIE AP 10
o
4
L
)
=
g 5| ——] 5
8l | lla Il i
1909 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 IT I8 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 2T 28 1929

YEAR OF FORMATION

Rate of Organization of Irrigation Districts in California, 1909-1929.



T

A group of irrigation district office buildings.
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CHAPTER II
DISTRICTS ORGANIZED IN 1929

In 1929 three districts petitioned for organization, viz: El Nido,
Merced County; Linden, San Joaquin County, and Dixon, Solano
County. El Nido and Linden were favorably reported upon, but
on account of lack of evidence that the plan presented by the Dixon
district would prove feasible in obtaining an adequate water supply
the state engineer reported unfavorably and the project was abandoned.

EL NIDO IRRIGATION DISTRICT

Location: Township 9 South, Ranges 13 and 14 East, Merced County.

Date of organization election: April 22, 1929.

Gross area: 9,400 acres.

Principal town: El Nido.

Post office: El Nido.

Transportation: Paved highway, 12 miles to Southern Pacific and Santa
Fe railroads at Merced.

History and development—The lands in this district were dry
farmed to grain until a comparatively recent date. About 1913 a
portion of the area now included in the project was subdivided into
small holdings and water was developed for irrigation from indi-
vidually owned and operated wells. The district now contains one
hundred eleven separate holdings. Seventy-four of these contain 80
acres or less. The district has a population of 375 and the county
assessment roll for 1929 shows a valuation of $571,510. .There are
over 4,000 acres now under irrigation in the distriet, most of which is
devoted to alfalfa. The principal industry is dairying,

Soils and topography.—The soils are all classed as Hanford sandy
loams, with the exception of 700 or 800 acres in the south and west
parts of the distriet which are classed as Fresno silty clay loam. As
a whole these soils are light and readily tillable. The soil map
indicates, as also does field inspection, that there are scattered areas
affected with alkali in sufficient concentration to be detrimental to erop
growth. Apparently no single area of this character is large. The
elevation of the district ranges from 125 to 160 feet, and the land has
a fairly uniform slope to the west of about 7 feet per mile, and is not
to any great extent cut up by sloughs and depressions. No drainage
difficulties are anticipated. !

Water supply—At the time of the organization of the distriet all
water for irrigation was drawn from individually owned wells. There
had been, particularly during a period of 5 or 6 years prior to time
of organization, a decided recession in the ground water supply and it
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became evident that some supplemental source of supply must be
found to protect the investment made by the landowners in the
development of their farms. Investigation indicated that there was
sufficient waste and surplus water available from the Merced Irriga-
tion District to meet the Bl Nido deficit and an agreement was entered
into with the Merced district for the purchase of such surplus.

Works.—1t is proposed to build a main canal about 8 miles in length
with a capacity of 80 second-feet from Duck Slough in the Merced dis-
triet to supply laterals'to be constructed in the El Nido distriet. The
work involves about 25 miles of canal and laterals. These with
appurtenant structures are estimated to cost $135,000.

LINDEN IRRIGATION DISTRICT

Location: Townships 2 and 3 North, Ranges 7, 8§ and 9 Hast, San Joaquin
County, about 12 miles easterly from Stockton.

Date of organization election: October 3, 1929.

Gross area: 13,700 acres.

Principal town: Linden.

Post office: Linden.

Transportation: Southern Pacific branch line and paved highway to
Stockton, head of navigation on the San Joaquin River.

History and development.—The area included in the Linden distriet
was practically all dry farmed to grain until about 1914. Irrigation
in this territory appears to have been initiated by a group of farmers
who attempted to utilize water from the Calaveras River by diverting
the flow a short distance above Bellota into North Slough and thence
into the old Calaveras channel, from which it was diverted to the land.
The dam was washed out by floods, but the results obtained demon-
strated the value of irrigation and a number of irrigation wells were
constructed and equipped with pumping plants. Underground water
development continued until at the time of organization 7,700 acres
were under irrigation. Six thousand two hundred acres of the irrigated
land is in fruit trees and nuts. There are 260 separate holdings in
the district and the average holding contains about 50 acres. The
population of the district, including the village of Linden, is estimated
at 500. The county assessed valuation of the land, 1928 roll, is
$1,021,600.

""Soils and topography.~~The lands of the district are practically all
composed of two types of soil, Stockton loam and Stockton silt loam.
Of the first named there are about 3,000 acres, and of the latter 10,700
acres. The Stockton loam has a depth of 6 or more feet, is of medium
texture and is friable and easily cultivated under proper moisture con-
ditions. It is well adapted to the growth of all fruits and vegetables
suitable to Central California climate. The Stockton silt loam is also
of good depth but of a somewhat finer texture than the Stockton loam.
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It is well drained, takes water readily and is very retentive of
moisture. It is one of the most productive soils of the valley areas
and in the Linden distriet is largely devoted to fruits and walnuts.
All of the lands are free from alkali. The elevation of the principal
area is from 65 to 125 feet and the lands have a fairly uniform
westerly slope of about 15 feet to the mile. The small detached area
included in the distriet above Bellota has an elevation of about 300
feet. No drainage difficulties are anticipated.

Water supply.—The area now irrigated is supplied from about 40
individual wells, and by a few pump installations in Mormon channel,
which latter furnish water only during the early part of the season.
The present use has resulted in an.overdraft on ground water storage
and in an annual lowering of the water plane, indicating that this
source without artificial replenishment will ultimately be exhausted. It
is anticipated by the proponents of the district that with the com-
pletion of the Calaveras dam by the city of Stockton the situation will
become more acute and the need for artificial replenishment more
pressing. The distriet proposes if possible to obtain a small amount
of storage capacity in the Calaveras flood control dam and also to
divert some of the flood flow of the Calaveras River to ground storage.

Works—Topographically the main area of the Linden distriet is so
situated as to receive the benefit of percolation from any water flow-
ing in the old Calaveras channel, and the plan advanced by the engi-
neer of the district is to regulate flow into the channel in quantities
greater than naturally enters the same, and by checks in the channel to
retard such flow for periods sufficiently long to permit of recouping
and maintaining the underground supply for the distriet. The plan
provides for a low diversion weir in Mormon channel near Bellota for
diverting water to the old Calaveras channel through North Slough,
which later is to be deepened and graded to a regular section for about
2 miles to gates controlling the flow into the channel. Check dams are
located in the channel for the purpose of creating percolating ponds.
The ccst of the work is estimated $105,000.
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CHAPTER III
STATISTICAL INFORMATION

Following this chapter is a group of five tables summarizing infor-
mation pertaining to all active California irrigation distriets. A brief
discussion of the contents of these tables and a summary of financial
activities of districts in 1929 follow:

Crops.

Table I is a summary of the gross irrigable and irrigated areas
of the 86 districts which returned a crop report for 1929. The
table also shows the number of individual holdings in each district
and the area held under tax deed by the districts. The 86 districts
contain 3,502,962 gross and 2,906,511 irrigable acres. Of the irrigable
land 2,269,981 acres were ecropped, and of the cropped land 1,755,600
acres were irrigated. The irrigated area shows an inecrease of 121,400
acres over that reported for 1928. Seventy-two per cent of the irrigable
area was cropped and 60 per cent was irrigated. The following is a
summary of all erops reported :

Kind of crop Acres Per cent of whole
Adfalfaf s bbb Toodm il ¥ o M0, ck o, 452,524 25.8
Grain -and grain hay— - _____.______ 158,539 9.0
Hieldand=truck = Ttoun L MR e el S 216,430 12.3
Cotbongesre A T Ana s s e ARSIRE TR B A - 99,058 5.7
Ricof =8 o velad v BRI MR O ) i i . 383,924 1.9
NEinesdie SOt e Lt sl i me p ol B e reed Do TeEr O] 3 QIR i 129

* Deciduous. fruits .and nuts bty .. 128,214 .- # g
Chitruss and solivesce oz bio nlil e il 52,068 2.9
Not ..segregated ' DTt . Sio. L o ULl 400,965 22.9

1,755,600 100.0

The estimated number of holdings is 85,110 and the average farm
holding 41 acres. Less than 1 per cent of the total area was held
under tax deeds by the distriets. -

Water Dlverted and Cost per Acre and per Acre-Foot.,

. Table IT is a summarv of the .66 dlstrlcts renorhnff on the amoun‘c
of water dlverted in 1929 total and per acre, and the. estlmated cost
per acre and per acre- foot diverted based on the 1929 assessment rate
per acre of usual valuation plus the average toll per acre-foot diverted.
The total number of acre-feet reported diverted by the 66 distriets is
6,366,642. The amount of water diverted per acre irrigated ranges
from a minimum of 0.27 to a maximum of 14.62 acre-feet. The esti-
mated cost per acre varies from 83 cents to $94.21, and the cost per
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acre-foot diverted from 37 cents to $117.05. The great divergence in
the cost of water is due largely to high lift pumping from wells or
from surface supplies.

An analysis of the data submitted by the distriets indicates the fol-
lowing: Average amount of water diverted per acre irrigated, exclu-
sive of districts whose principal crop is rice, 3.8 acre-feet; for districts
whose principal erop is rice, 11.3 acre-feet. Average cost per acre-foot
to the land irrigated in districts supplied by gravity only, $1.06; in
distriets supplied by both gravity and pumps, $1.76; in distriets sup-
plied by pumps only, $2.72. The average cost per acre irrigated in
districts supplied respectively by gravity only, by both gravity and
pumps and by pumps only, is $5.60, $7.12 and $10.97. The estimated
average cost per acre for all irrigated lands reported is $6.52.

Assessments, Percentages Delinquent and Water Tolls.

Table III sets forth the principal sources and amounts of the 1929
income of California irrigation distriets. This table indieates that
the total assessment levies of all districts for the calendar year of
1929, computed as one-half the sum of the levies for 1928-29 and
1929-30, was $10,687,092. Add to this sum the amount of water tolls
collected in 1929, amounting to $2,236,031, and the result is a grand
total of estimated revenues for the year of $12,923,923. It is estimated
that the total earned revenues collected in 1929 amount to approxi-
mately $12,000,000, the balance being estimated revenues not collected.

Columns 1, 2 and 3 of Table III give the amount of unredeemed tax
certificates as of January 1, 1930, for the assessment years.1926-27 to
1928-29, and a subsequent column gives the total number of tax cer-
tificates sold at the date of sale in 1929. The average delinquency at
the time of 1929 tax sales was about 15 per cent. This is believed to
be a satisfactory showing when it is considered that included in this
average are a number of districts which are in financial difficulties and
show extremely high delinquencies.

Bonds and Warrants.

Table IV sets up the status of all California irrigation district bonds
on January 1, 1930, showing the amount voted, canceled, sold, paid
and outstanding on that date, as well as the aniount of bond principal
and interest in default. In addition, the last two columms show the
amount of interest-bearing warrants and notes outstanding January 1,
1930, and January 1, 1929. A comparison of the totals of these
columns indieates that from January 1, 1929, to January 1, 1930, there
was a decrease of $378,797 in outstanding interest-bearing warrants.
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Following is a summary of bond information as of January 1, 1930:

Face value of original bonds voted____________ $149,996,536
Face value of refunding bonds voted—_________ 4,830,511
—_——— $154,827,047
Disposition of bonds voted :
Original issues soldd ________- _____________ $103,988,210
Original issues unsold ______________________ 44,381,976
Refunding issues sold or exchanged__________ 4,212,011
Refunding issues unsold ___________________ 618,500
(@anceleduen . NEER b W W RN T el 1,626,350
Disposition of bonds sold :
FretiredMoit . oM e T w o S EEy L $11,108,339
Potal Stoutstanding, @i . b il 97,091,882
Outstanding and in default_________________ 477,000
Percentage of bonds voted sold ______________ 70.00%
Percentage of bonds sold outstanding —_..______ 89.73% |
Percentage of bonds sold retired_______________ 10.279%
Percentage of bonds sold defaulted ___________ 3 0.49%
Disposition of 1929 bond obligations:
Bondsi@paid, —oemi B ol it $1,312,265
Interest coupons paid__.____________________ 5,209,233
B $6,521,498
Bond maturities refunded ____________________ = 21,500
Bond maturities defaulted__________________ $129,000
Interest coupons defaulted__________________ 323,789
_ $452,789

Percentage of 1929 bond and bond interest obligations defaulted, 6.4%.

Six hundred thousand dollars in bonds were voted by California
irrigation districts in 1929, in the amount of $200,000 each by the fol-
lowing distriets: Carpenter and Serrano, Orange County; Ladera,
Riverside County. None of these bonds were sold. The total amount
of bonds sold by districts during 1929 was $1,194,060.

Bond Obligations per Acre.

Table V shows the average bond obligation per acre for each district
and the average for all districts having outstanding bonds. These
figures are a general average only and they are not therefore necessarily
a measure of the bond prineipal and interest payments required of any
particular acre, as this requiremeent varies with the assessed valuation.

Plate IV, appearing on page 22, indicates graphically the com-
bined bond obligation of California irrigation distriets, showing
the trend and peak of bond payments, interest payments, and com-
bined bond and interest payments from January 1, 1930, to the
maturity of the last bond and interest coupon outstanding on that
date.

Expenditures Approved from Bonds in 1929.

The California irrigation district act and the bond certification com-
mission act provide for the approval by the bond commission of all
irrigation district expenditures proposed from funds derived from the
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sale of bonds. Such expenditures, as represented by approvals of the
bond commission in 1929, were as follows:

BrepNprineelteair ~  Som T oe et TS b T N T $64,186 00
AT orados ShE. 1o o SRRGET oAt A3k o 200 b N R Y 59,042 15
Tt Ganada weetaws: ot e e o0 ST ST T 167,852 48
Newada 1 Sobelott, b CfF o B0 S adee, o b SRR ST 64,451 26
Oroville-Wyandotte —_—_________ el S N S R, 5,000 00
Potter iValley.s SEa ke o L Sl KO0 S8 T Bl o LS TERN 2,750 00
IDhermalifoa-rdinn . W SR LG B g A 5,372 80
PViestiSidan S meina L W0 o ¥ TR SR T e IR e 13,047 24
WestiStanislaug oo S ald S8 S 0 e oo 629,069 24
Woodbridge et o S 0w e T T 6,325 00
Aotalamchs D ml e i et Lol BTN $1,017,078 17
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TABLE I. CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICT CROP SUMMARY FOR 1929
s Kind and acreage of crops reported Area cropped
. held by |Estimated - —
Gross | Irrigable
Distriet area, area, d:lsntfil;::s nul(x)lfber Grain TField Decid- Citrus Not 1
atges 8CTES | tax deed, | holdings | Alfalfa a;gn and | Cotton | Rice Vines 1;211‘115 and segre- fa]r)x;?;d Iar{;i Total
acres gga truck olives | gated &
y nuts
Alpaugh-.. . __ .. 5,620
Jtas st TR A 129,300
Anderson Cottonwood _ it 19,395
Banta-Carbona______ 14,076
BardSo e bvteh A0 B Ll 5,095
Baxter Creek. . ________________ 1,500
Beaumont______ 1,909
Big Springs.____ 2,320
Browns Valley _ . . 8,300
Butte Valley____________________ 5,500
Byron-Bethany . ________________ 14,000
Camp Far West___ - 2,446
Carmichael . ____ 1,950
Carpenter.._____ - 1,100
Citrus Heights__________________ 2 850
Compton-Delevan_______________ 2,292
Consolidated___. __ 129,000
18,000
1,500
2,050
14,939
5,172
6,000
4,000
2,553
Fallbrook = oondoifie . 22200, 8 2,439
Foothill_ . 40,070
Fresno___ 241,302
Glenn-Colusa 62 277
renada 1,640

73

SHOYNOSHY YHLVM Jd0 NOISIAIA



9,718 9:5657 ] conane pla ne dRt il omet LIRSS o s o 9,000
9,497 9,497 517 5 seezeion ooy 9,497
605,000 | 515,000 700 | 10,451 94,189 424,145
4,62 41200 oo s B e Sedouis 3,000
11,554 10,300 |- .- 10,098
26,266 11,640
1,294 800
1,632 680
34,858 22,500
23,283 9,158
320 TR B o leae oE e e o Ll FEm| T BEONS | - Tl 1 L, KO 1L o TR L1 50 50
18,000 13,500 |.._______ 400051 85 =2e 2l ST 7562 el R St el inie i 100 2,427 (i7 L R 3,931 3,931
13,700 13,000 274 13,000
15,250 14,5640 9,500
3,073 2,877 2,000
33,407 | 30,000 30,000
352,000 | 222,000 352,000
189,682 | 171,700 126,184
81,183 78,759 73,962
27,665 20,000 685

Montague__.___.____.___________ 26,117 18531 || cocx oo
Naglee-Burk._ . 2,871 2,846 165
Nevadass oo in ol o0 263,500 | 164,000 847
Newport Heights________________ 1,503 503 | o
Newport Mesa__________________ 694 400 ...

Riverdaler. o= Lo BNt 15,830 14,800 6
San Dieguito_ Sy 3,900 3,700 70
Santa Fe___ ---| 10,106 6,980 |.__._____
San-Yeidroo * - -0 L ol o 502 462 20

Scott Valley. ... ________________ 5,125 4,000

SLOIMISIA NOLLVOIYYI NO LY0dHY
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TABLE I. CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICT CROP SUMMARY FOR 1929—Continued
Aves Kind and acreage of crops reported Area cropped
. held by |Estimated
Gross | Irrigable | -0 - 2
District area, area, districts | number Grain o Decid- 2
acre; acres under of and Field . . uous Citrus Not Dr Irri-
8 tax deed, | holdings | Alfalfa s and Cotton | Rice Vines and and segre- farmzd H) Total
acres gh oy truck Lt olives gated g

1,505 1500 |[cncaocas 1,250 1,250
910 200 2w dana g 827 827
71,112 | 66,465 20 54,340 68,734
11,750 | 11,000 |-o._____. 5,984 5,984
1,955 1 [ 261 691
TerralBellaFtod s rod Lot o 12,285 12,070 319 3,933 3,933
Thermalito 3,110 940 et 1,967 1,967
Tracy Clover- 1,084 [11:7 S (e 900 900
Tranquillity - 10,750 | 10,190 2,000 6,700 6,700
(Eurlopl e T T 181,498 | 179,278 |_.____.__ 133,754 | 133,754
1,276 1253 emcwh 2 1,100 1,100
18,162 4,119 4,324
911 911 911
14,110 5,272 5,272
11,828 11,322 11,322
West Stanislaus. .- _.__________ 21,400 108 | 1,121 1,091 SN I [l O N e IR | SR R 18,250 3,750 22,000
Woodbridge -« - oo _o___________ 13,851 145 1,046 849 320 I D) S 2,195 [Locutoanfiautiuliy 793 7,315 6,184 13,499
Totals s ol s mode S ot 3,502,962 (2,906,511 | 29,959 | 85,440 i 452,524 | 158,539 | 216,430 | 99,058 | 33,924 | 213,878 | 128,214 | 52,068 | 400,965 | 514,381 (1,755,600 | 2,269,981

98
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TABLE II. DATA RELATING TO ASSESSED VALUATION AND ASSESSMENT RATE PER ACRE, WATER DIVERTED AND
AVERAGE TOLLS PER ACRE-FOOT DIVERTED, AND ESTIMATED AVERAGE COST PER ACRE AND PER ACRE-FOOT
DIVERTED FOR LAND IRRIGATED IN 1929

Water
Annual assessment
Assessed valuation per acre, 1930 per a{:re iand of i S
usual valuation . stimated cost to
Diverted, 1929 p
District hyerage land irrigated, 1929
toll per
e a&:.re-foo;, Per
High Low Usual 1929 1930 Acre-feet SreHiet hiyerte Per acre acre-foot,
Der.acre diverted
2V (e S e R Il $60 00 $40 00 $50 00 $6 00 $5 00 7,600 1.35 $2 94 $9 97 $7 38
Alta Sotnbbal S ALl WL 60 00 3 00 60 00 158 143 85,700 R e e 1 58 184
Anderson-Cottonwood _ 75 00 20 00 50 00 4 25 4 25 117,313 T20 |Cdecicnnnsa 425 59
Banta-Carbona..__ 150 00 40 00 150 00 7 50 9 00 37,869 2.69 2 09 13 14 4 88
Bardul it (C it o g e iR L 100 00 100 00 1008008 s 2o 2 25 39,375 7.73 59 4 53 59
Beaumont. 1005008 Ea sl o 100 00 11 00 9 50 1,591 .83 8 67 17 90 21 57
Big Spring 200 00 1 00 200 00 140 5 00 9,540 4.11 89 508 124
Browns Valley. ... 15 00 2 00 0008 e 2 S-St N(E 5 BEIE S 15,775 2.26 37 83 37
Butte Valley. 40 00 5 00 40 00 2 60 2 60 1,500 O S A 2 60 9 63
Byrgnbethany o nin in e T B 200 00 20 00 130 00 533 5 53 15,970 1.60 2 17 8 80 5 50
CampiFar Westolo oo @i it Salo om0l 150 00 5 00 150 00 4 50 473 5,000 204 | e 4 50 221
Cgrmichagl _____ 80 00 80 00 80 00 6 40 7 00 4,175 2.14 189 10 44 4 83
Citrus Heights__ 0 100 00 100 00 100 00 10 00 10 50 3,564 10 SR A 10 00 8 00
Compton-Delevan_ & 75 00 10 00 75 00 3 26 3 08 7,395 6.77 103 10 26 152
Consolidated ezl ol U wtia s 0 TEN A L 100 C0 15 00 100 00 220 2 20 105,400 ghpin g vl S R 220 2 68
100 00 2 08 2 08 11,955 .66 123 2 90 439
75 00 3 94 3 81 21,840 14.56 27 7 87 54
175 00 6 53 6 53 29,539 1.98 3 20 12 86 6 49
125 00 6 00 6 00 8,600 1066 catnans 8 6 00 3 61
75 00 60 49 8,100 1.35 6 54 9 43 6 99
90 00 4 27 4 27 4,620 1.81 273 9 10 5 03
100 00 2 50 2 50 323,633 i () W W - P 2 50 140
40 00 2 60 2 60 339,325 8.36 31 5 16 62
200 00 13 44 13 44 4,436 2.70 3 54 23 00 8 52
100 00 5 00 500 2,807,577 6.62 03 520 79
60 00 2 85 2 85 14,409 3.47 22 3 62 104
150 00 7 05 5 60 36,000 3.09 1 86 12 81 41

1,000 00 17 50 17 50 319 .40 73 52 46 82 117 05
100 00 185 175 26,586 T8 5 Derls vt Mo 185 1 57
100 00 425 425 25 .50 70 52 39 51 79 02

SLOIYLSIA NOILVOIYYI NO LY0dHHA
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TABLE II. DATA RELATING TO ASSESSED VALUATION AND ASSESSMENT RATE PER ACRE, WATER DIVERTED AND
AVERAGE TOLLS PER ACRE-FOOT DIVERTED, AND ESTIMATED AVERAGE COST PER ACRE AND PER ACRE-FOOT
DIVERTED FOR LAND IRRIGATED IN 1929—Continued >

Water
Annual 17
Assessed valuation per acre, 1930 per afre %and of i
usual valuation . Estimated cost to
Diverted, 1929 Fa
District Average land irrigated, 1929
toll per
acre-foot, Per
High Low Usual 1929 1930 Acre-feet Acrre;fce;et diverted Per acre acre-foot,
Terage diverted =
‘g
La Mesa, Lemon Grove and Spring Valley...._ .- $500 00 $75 00 $350 00 $9 10 $9 10 3,410 .87 §38 44 $42 45 $4879
Lindsay-Strathmore . - - - oo 175 00 100 140 00 19 22 19 99 15,340 1.61 10 00 35 37 21 97 s
Little Rock Creek._ - 100 00 100 00 100 00 9 50 10 00 : 9 50 10 00 2
e B e e Rt o gl
o Mo e SO S S e == e D ST 200 00 5 00 125 00 7 50 750 %
Modesto o cie fasd o o e et e b i S e 150 00 40 00 80 00 4 48 4 24 329,242
Naglee-Burke______ 100 00 60 00 100 00 9 00 10 00 6,183 2
N e L A5500) oot 27 13,053 »>
Newport Heights_ .- 1,100 00 700 00 800 00 10 00 11 60 603 g
Newport Mesa_ - - - oo coemmmmmmceo oo 600 00 600 00 600 00 12 00 12 00 476 =]
Qakdale. - oo 145 00 10 00 55 00 3 58 3 52 147,846 =
Oroville-Wyandotte. 100 00 50 00 100 00 2 00 2 00 3,425 %
Palmdale. o mmemcmeccmcccmemmmmmmmmmmm | e mm e mmmmmm | mmmmmmmm e 100 00 7 62 9 64 1,250 =)
Palo Verde..__ b 100 00 40 00 90 00 15 69 15 25 205,000 (]
Paradise_ .. __..-— 90 00 2 00 67 50 5 06 5 06 3,924 E
Potter Valley_ .. = 60 00 3 00 60 00 1 50 2 67 2,700 %
Princeton-Codora-Glenn. 70 00 65 00 67 50 3 04 3 04 53,078
Provident_ .. ... 80 00 60 00 75 00 6 38 6 38 90 977
Ramona___ 50 00 40 00 50 00 3 60 4 00 138
San Dieguito 1,200 00 100 00 400 00 14 00 12 00 1,721
450 00 . 6000 200 00 12 54 13 18 2,356
300 00 20 00 250 00 12 50 12 50 460
850 00 850 00 850 00 17 00 17 00 1,085
135 00 20 00 100 00 6 45 710 224,747
50 00 50 00 50 00 425 4 25 16,176
150 00 100 00 125 00 6 00 6 25 3,815
130 00 50 00 100 00 9 50 10 00 5,919
150 00 120 00 150 00 10 80 11 18 3,875
Tracy-Clover._ . 100 00 100 00 100 00 8 50 9 00 1,498

Tranquillity - - <o oo 150 00 150 00 150 00 3 00 4 50 11,400 TG e 3 00 176



Westside_ - -
‘West Stanisl.

‘Woodbridge- - - .-~

Total diverted

200 00 50 00 100 00 |-oooeeeo - 50 (SR e S e e R e e

150 00 40 00 100 00 4 50 425 473,944 L 4 50 127

200 00 200 00 200 00 18 00 18 98 ,852 1.68 8 78 32179 19 52

175 00 135 00 150 00 11 70 11 70 6,450 1.57 16 31 37 24 23 72
1,000 00 1,000 00 1,000 00 10 00 10 00 1,626 1.78 276 14 93 839
200 00 5 00 120 00 6 55 708 23,645 4748 | o 6 55 146

100 00 100 00 100 00 4 50 575 20,800 1.84 2 35 8 82 479

55 00 45 00 50 00 117 2 00 8,168 2.18 209 572 2 62

150 00 25 00 100 00 2 00 2 00 34,030 5.50 36 4 00 72
............................................................ 6:386,642 | = ool chesioaliabmoodioaiae]l e o8

SLOIYLSIA NOILVOHIYYI NO LIOdHY
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SUMMARY OF TOTAL ASSESSMENTS LEVIED, TAX CERTIFICATES SOLD AND UNREDEEMED, PERCENTAGES

OF ASSESSMENTS DELINQUENT, AND WATER TOLLS COLLECTED IN CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICTS

TABLE 111

30

Name of district

Unredeemed tax certificates
January 1, 1930, for assessment
years 1926-27 to 1928-29

unpaid January 1, 1930, for

Percentage of assessment remaining “
assessment years 1926-27 to 1928-29 |

Assessment, 1928-29

Assessment, 1929-30

Wadter tolls eollected
1928 and 1929

Percentage of

Total Rate per Total Tax assessment Total Rate per Total
1927 1928 1929 Total 1926-1927 1927-1928 1928-1929 Total assessed $100 of assessment | certificates | delinquent assessed $100 of assessment 1928 1929
valuation valuation levied sol on date of valuation valuation levi
tax sale

ADRURR. o e s b A NG B $772 $4,372 2.9 5.3 1.5 3.2 $390,214 12.00 $47,353 $17,756 34.1 $426,116 10.00 $42,612 $§55,742 §74,132
Koo oo by 10,606 23,378 3.5 4.2 6.8 4.8 5,349,775 2.63 140,887 15,868 10.2 5,202,528 2.38 123,612 None None
Anderson-Cottonwood . 15,778 27,983 3.0 6.3 12.0 7.1 | 1,405,641 8.50 119,478 16,043 12.2 | 1,397,492 8.50 118,787 _None None
Banta-Carhona.___ : 0.9 0.3 | 2,158,036 5.00 107,901 1,976 1.7 | 2,187,558 6.00 128,253 75,748 79,330
Bard i v e al ot O Sl SR SOEING L D DN IS SR R T T e s T e T e R e e R 2,563 | Lol . ... 600,991 25 V1L KR 23,098
BhixterGreakic L ocecdbeit ax e Slnt Bl b Lo b 1 Sh s S R TR el s S o S SRR U s e Tt S SRR N - a ilag srtea B . beds o0 Sl B e Al et Wl e e
Beaumont. ... 13.7 400,140 11.00 44,015 9,544 19.7 399,960 9.50 37,996 28,716 30,098
Big Springs.. . 0.0 453,125 0.70 3,171 None None 494,105 2.50 12,353 None 11,255
Brown’s Valley. None 0.0 None None None None None 384,310 None None 5,840 5,800
Butte Valley..o oo 8,337 22,392 22,804 15.6 40.6 52.6 35.2 602,493 6.50 39,595 4,985 11.4 638,451 6.50 41,499 None None
Byron-Bethany__ ... __...._.__._ 672 1,571 1,864 4,107 1.0 2.0 2.4 1.8 | 1,706,893 4.10 69,967 2,706 3.5 | 1,607,837 4.25 72,158 31,529 34,688
Camp Far West______...___________ None None None None None None None None 349,625 3.00 10,488 None 0.0 349,625 3.16 10,945 None None
ganmcgael _____________ 775 792 2,610 4,177 3.5 4.1 11.9 5.6 249,262 8.00 19,940 4,089 18.6 250,512 8.75 21,92) 6,000 7,871
I R R e e e oall W T SRl o) T R N B AR = ) O SN ) WRCCN  E T SN T T ST 20 DA 7 s (€ Syl (O ) I O 0 V" V8 T O I 00 o AR il s AN i T M I
Citrus Helghts_._________________..._.____ 1,007 1,288 2,080 4,325 3.0 3.8 5.8 4.2 315,796 10.00 31,579 2,796 8.0 315,257 10.50 33,102 None None
Compton-Delevan_____.._________.________ 3,442 336 3,608 7,386 6.2 0.8 8.5 5.2 894,090 4.35 38,870 3,608 8.4 846,090 4.11 34,754 18,460 7,649
Consolidated .- —...___.__.______________ 1,879 4,154 10,461 16,494 0.7 1.6 4.1 2.2 | 10,523,634 2.20 231,519 18,219 7.1 | 10,515,552 2.20 231,342 304 330
Coreoranaell _Iray T W A 2,856 6,764 9,170 18,790 3.1 8.8 7.8 6.5 | 5,160,551 2.08 106,959 9,170 7.8 | 5,140,000 2.08 106,963 13,887 14,718
[ i A RSN D i S N 6,842 718 694 8,254 28.0 3.1 3.1 11.7 390,779 5.25 20,515 694 3.1 390,854 5.08 19,855 None None
0 e OB RV TS R DT S e A S Bl DA e o A I (G R . I R IR PO R LS el A R T il i T A ol e A I T < SR W L S K L DRRO A GRS
CrookmiCanyoril. S (8. AL el Moo Ml Sty sl e T 0 S s T S el o et N T I e g TS e e R e S Lo e B O IS O o e T S SER RIS Eer NS TN (S e
Deer Creek 177,713 4.30 6,495 None None 177,713 3.30 5,865 None None
East Contra Costa_ 3,626,201 3.73 135,102 5,050 3.4 | 3,603,979 3.73 134,428 82,366 94,540
El Camino..._____ 943,480 4.80 45,287 19 0.0 943,384 4.80 45,282 None None
El'Dotado. Join #E0re,  alin DT TR 2,103,731 .80 16,109 1,003 6.1 | 2,036,291 0.65 13,236 5,472 59,100
BP0 S8 2 Sy e o) 413 B (WA TNl sl B RGN S D ARt o T D R L i e MO, e T T e el e 571,510 1.70 (A R e S o S L,
Fairoaks. _ 955 1,108 2,724 4,787 4.9 6.2 15.3 8.7 339,815 4.75 16,141 3,721 20.9 340,981 4.75 16,197 22,015 21,984
Fallbrook.. 63 45 788 806 0.5 0.8 4.7 2.6 919,733 1.65 15,175 842 5.0 920,866 1.20 11,050 None None
Foothillsh t ... Jod Bl B s BlRal il vt e b e 15,060 506085 =5 o v LR PR, 20.6 20.6 | 2,849,099 2.25 66,483 16,017 21,9 | 2,715,408 1.00 27,154 None None
4,994 15,138 18,646 38,778 1.0 3.0 3.7 2.6 | 18,424,164 2.50 460,604 18,646 3.7 | 18,429,985 2.50 460,750 None None

58,295 53,117 85,313 196,725 14.5 13.8 23.2 17.0 | 5,020,906 6.50 334,280 85,313 28.2 | 5,041,529 6.50 327,609 134,065 139,744

19,060 40,763 37,034 96,857 43.2 83.0 57.5 61.4 871,597 6.72 58,571 43,186 67.0 835,010 6.72 56,113 None None.

None None YTV, PR AR B € o R TN i SRR, el e s R Y 1,034,795 0.90 BRI et A S TS| N o VSO TN W P SR B TR R Tl ! None None-

1,631 3,603 4,615 9,849 7.8 17.3 22.2 15.8 188,759 10.00 18,875 4,615 22.2 191,205 10.00 19,120 None None-

148,808 201,750 272,372 622,930 5.5 7.6 10.3 7.8 | 48,263,664 5.00 | 2,413,183 354,800 13.4 | 49,454,608 5.00 | 2,472,730 699,360 596,050

Island™No, 8. . isu e Jobmuddill ne None None 71 71 None None None |.ocooeoono. 209,489 None None 1235 Ea it anliy 208,000 0.25 520 None None:
Jacinto. 509 3,341 4,323 1. 1.4 9.2 4.0 687,654 4.75 32,958 3,341 9.2 686,520 4.75 32,610 2,221 3,203,
181,439 175,179 463,279 89.3 97.7 93.8 94.2 | 3,612,923 4.70 169,806 175,179 93.8 | 8,468,305 3.73 129,377 57,692 67,036

66 147 216 None 0.3 0.5 0.3 | 1,373,310 1.75 24,035 237 0.9 | 1,206,780 1.75 22,604 16,209 23,454

384 83 2,541 49.7 4.5 3.9 17.2 778,506 0.25 1,929 83 3.9 787,934 1.25 9,849 None None

1,493 2,170 5,003 2.0 2.3 3.4 2.5 | 3,089,200 1.85 57,150 2,170 3.4 | 3,055,681 1.75 53,474 None None

3,712 6,819 12,489 3.8 5.8 10.3 6.8 | 2328277 2.59 60,200 6,819 10.3 | 2,328,266 2.36 54,906 None None-

32 1,860 3,051 28.4 0.5 33.7 20.1 117,818 4.25 5,007 1,860 33.7 183,250 4.25 5,663 4,104 3,829

11,832 23,571 37,327 1.2 7.0 13.4 7.5 | 6,150,079 2.60 159,902 23,571 13.4 | 6,327,566 2.60 164,517 158,749 157,457
................................................................................. None None Noaganlsiees b Mool Bl S0 e et g WDl e S e None None:

Lindsay-Strathmore. . ..o ooaooomone. 31,687 33,873 49,789 115,349 1.5 9.5 15.2 12.9 | 2,165,631 13.73 297,339 53,215 16.4 | 2,132,065 14.28 304,457 141,989 155,848
Littlerock Creek.__ 5 10,847 29,891 30.0 9.1 .0 § 309,651 9.50 29,295 11,869 36.8 307,300 9.50 29,419 None None
Lucerne___. 3 None None Nonenimosin e e Ba| Beaities =0 V) 50 (sG]t L e Sl et L None None
Madera fols s Sadivh (o0 AE LB T S Nione o ieve -3 388 1P #Nlotte 101 85808 ke b san e ls o e pen ST SR A T TS E T Er al  SR T None None None
Maxwell“HEREN R @l v L S 881,955 27.83 245,448
Meraade A0k 2ol & SRR W 1.7 3.1 6.2 3.7 | 20,686,900 6.00 | 1,241,214 130,654 9.6 | 20,279,175 6.00 | 1,216,751 None None
Modesto.. . 8,186 14,501 0.5 0.8 1.8 1.0 | 7,439,720 5.60 416,624 16,298 3.5 | 7,441,660 5.30 394,408 None None
MojaveiRivers. - Soove. s 8T e 3 TR, e L Wl - TR St T BES Sige, MBS e SRR O T SR e e e e o 539,327 1.00 5,393 None |.._._.._____ 551,200 0.20 1,102 None None
Montague. __ 9,900 11,772 4.7 7.5 21.0 15.9 | 2,138,868 2.00 42,777 9,900 991 1,181,650 9.00 106,349 None None
Naglee-Burk 1,783 4,349 2.9 6.2 6.8 5.3 264,705 9.00 23,823 2,654 10.1 268,124 10.00 26,812 None 63
Nevada._.__. None None®(£autis sl 0 08 & Fep sl d i TR rl et 13,839,145 None None: |1 40t can el Bida vk, 12,329,641 0.60 73,978 78,363 85,209
Newport Heig 1,538 2,121 0.9 2.3 7.8 3.9 | 1,428,845 1.25 17,860 1,538 7.8 | 1435220 1.45 20,811 5,691 6,972
Newport Mesa_ 467 806 0.3 3.3 5.0 2.9 421,751 2.00 8,435 623 6.7 422,362 2.00 8,447 2,481 3,071
Oakdale_._____ 27,463 70,218 7.6 7.3 8.9 | 8.0 | 4,300,000 6.50 279,500 27,463 8.8 | 4,302,470 6.40 275,358 None 734
Oroville-Wyandot 546 1,824 13 1.3 1.11 1.2 1 2,220,485 2.00 44,589 899 1.8 1 2,259,803 2.00 45,198 32,332 46,443
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SSUNIVAARY COF "TOTAL N ASSESSHIBENTS ILEVIED, TAX TERTIFICATES SOLD AND UNREDEEMED, PERCENTAGES TABLE I1I
$OF ‘ASSESSMIENTS "BELINQUENT, ‘AND "WATER TOLLS COLLECTED TN CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICTS Continued
- | | Pl oo o [ 3
Unwetteensed taxcortificate: | ! | Water tolls collected
l 'J'a,m!:x@?f%ﬂ 0, F assessm;xtt [ . eupsid Janvery 1, 4930, for Assessment, 1928-29 Assessment, 1929-30 dlg;,&l;d g92§ =
| v aveers IBI6 2 THH ORI peseesmret years 1926-27 4o 1928-20
Y Neawoe b8 district | i Percentage of
1 TWotal | ‘Rate per Total Tax assessment Total Rate per Total
LR TR 100 "t TIVRGAS2Y | 199271928 | 119281920 “Total asssusetl +$100 of assessment | certificates | delinquent assessed $100 of assessment 1928 1929
¢ i i walustion waluation levied sold on da,te1 of valuation valuation levied
! tax sale

el | 7.62°|  $36561 | 831,638 | 787 | 473834 | 9.64 | 845,080 | $3,960 | 84,182
1371380 4,974,780 17.34 758,3 256,148 30.7 | 4,908,860 16.95 731,656 None None
5 24,&)04 620,203 7.50 46,516 12,146 23.7 621,332 7.50 46,600 None None
____________ 256585 2.50 6,414 None None 256,116 4.5 11,397 None 3,914
939,270 4.50 40,768 4,811 10.7 939,000 4.50 42,225 17,846 17,714
1,616,520 ‘8.50 137,404 49,830 32.9 1,616,520 8.50 137,404 57,992 40,037
, - 680 7.00 5,082 None None 74,073 8.00 5,926 4,609 4,979
%ﬁgﬁf}j‘_ﬁi _____________________ Ty Sy 568 | Rl Yy 5 AT 3.00 | 33,637 | R0 2.1| 1126659 | . 3.00 | 33800 |  Nome |  None
“San Dieguita 1,881,119 3.50 65,839 7,152 9.9 | 202,368 3.00 62,171 21,565 30,241
* Sanis Fe__._ 1,518,200 6.27 95,191 593 0.6 | 1,578,000 6.9 | 103,990 27,539 34,900
e e 98,870 5.00 4,943 224 4.1 105,040 5.00 5,252 10,244 10,735
et Valley 56,135 9.00 23,062 None None | 256,235 8.00 0y None
TeC NN T g 0 T Y P SIS L None oje | RS TR | (RPN 0 I INOBE | m it i None None
) it Y e ~ N “ 121 165 | 286 | None 0.8 1.0 0.6 704,259 2.00 14,085 165 1.0 703,248 2.00 14,065 11,198 10,940
South gﬁ%“ﬁg;?;l""'"fiﬁ:: 55:980 9 ! ‘ : 148 2.4 1.8 | 6,780,405 6.45 437,905 16,170 3.3 | 6,780,615 7.0 | 481424 | None None
Souh ¢ »_‘_‘_-_:- el (R 50,888 e 3 6.5 32.4 558,341 8.50 47,458 29,498 56.5 558,341 8.50 47387 | 29,496 29,193
T T ueeie | 7T 18 sapfl 117 20670 | 5.00 | 12,084 | 288 | 1,007
17.6 1,241,640 9.50 117,956 37,655 29.0 1,247,148 10.00 124,715 85,497 77,501
12.7 442,408 7.20 31,853 6,431 18.3 446,101 7.45 33,235 None None
____________ 467,222 None o W R Y, SRR i NN [ e None None
1.1 103,380 8.50 8,787 2,073 21.4 103,380 9.00 9,304 None None
13.0 1,212,526 2.00 24,250 5,451 20.4 1,248,724 3.00 37,462 2,152 1,500
3.5 1,978,870 0.60 11,873 593 4.6 1,869,721 0.50 9,349 500 352
U127 w6505 | 450 | eoL3ie | aos6a | 30| 13556,045 | 425 | 576132 Nome | Nome
5.2 255,067 9.00 22,956 1,334 5.3 255,067 9.49 24,307 16,323 16,266
13.4 2,281,674 7.80 177,969 54,208 27.7 2,295,644 7.80 179,059 90,468 105,197
____________ 911,000 1.00 9,110 911,454 1.00 9,115 2,799 4,494
0.5 1,079,770 5.46 58,955 1,079,270 5.90 63,676 3 None None
0.8 1,200,212 4.50 54,009 1,232,625 5.75 70,870 42,168 49,121
- 554,199 2.35 13,023 1,106,658 4.00 44,266 None 19,583
i 396,400 0.50 1AL el SRR R W A TS SINGL R . e =N SR o TR,
0.3 1,145,041 2.00 22,900 1,183,680 2.00 23,674 12,469 19,569
$788,617 | $1,110,133 | $1,452,353 | $3,346,008 |____ .| oo |eccciiifecmmiemaoes $289,350,299 |- ... $10,712,850 | $1,651,882 | _.________. $246,741,302 |__. .___._.__ $10,661,334 | $2,119,210 $2,236,031







SUMMARY OF STATISTICAL DATA RELATING TO BONDS AND OUTSTANDING WARRANTS
OF CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICTS,! JANUARY 1, 1930

(Totals for each district are in bold face type) TABLE 1V
Status of bond issues, January 1, 1930 TiileradsiBantn
Face value of warrants outstanding
Nameof distriat N“f)‘;%‘g of D ztes b;):éiﬁg&tgd Raér}ge C;’:t%gn Disposition of Disposition of bonds Bond paymerzlts in January 1,
issues bonds refunding maturities per cent, bonds sold defanlt
1ssues
Cancelled Unsold Sold Retired Outstanding | Principal Interest 1930 1929
DA, vl cm st s da s 1 July 1, 1916 $283,000 | July 1, 1927-1946 6 None None $283,000 $19,810 $263,190 None None $21,433 $33,177
. B T e P DR EORTARRTEE (RN e T ORI R None $140,000 1,035,000 763,000 272,000
1 Feb. 15, 1889 BRI o oot [ S 132,000 543,000 542,500 500
1-Ref. Feb. 4, 1902 500,000 | Jan. 1, 1923-1943 R 8,000 492,000 220,500 271,500
Anderson-Cottonwood - - - .l e B2S5I0000: L e None None 1,255,000 85,000 1,170,000
1 Jan. 1, 1916 480,000 | Jan. 1, 1937-1956 6 480,000 |._._________ 480,000
2 July 1, 1917 575,000 | July 1, 1938-1957 6 575,000 |.- % ... 575,000
3 July 1, 1920 200,000 | July 1, 1925-1934 6 200,000 85,000 115,000
BantazCerbonts. corccons sot st uespano e b ot L 1164000 | oo oo 32,940 1,131,060 None 1,131,060
1 Aug. 1, 1924 706,000 | July 1,1940-1964 | 6 | . .o_.oooool|oooooooooo. 705/000 |o-Stccoona e 705,000
2 Dee. 1, 1925 1200000 July 1, 1941=1965 | 6 . |ocuoccocwiualiommesnoios 125,000 |- -cooo_ - 125,000
3 Jan. 1, 1927 334,000 | Jan. 1,1948-1967 32,940 301,060 |- _____ 301,060
A e b B ) i M O L R, None None None None
Baxter Crogkli. o oo pcvnusunsivssonivica 1 July 1, 1921 511,000 | Jan. 1, 1926-1943 None 511,000 None 511,000 $63,000 $130,350 None None
Beatmont: oot de oo cnapalite e dlicon b oL I A G S L 300,000 | .. None 300,000 36,800 263,200
1 Nov. 1, 1920 240000 | Jam, T, 10261044 | B |.eciesnfeccvinnamnes 230,000 36,800 193,200
2 July 1, 1926 20000 Taly 1, 093119801 | 0 |cicsssseslossssuesanes 10800 _ .o oo eese 70,000
Big Springs.. 1 July 1, 1928 69,000 | Jan. 1, 1930-1946 2,000 67,000 3,000 64,000
Browns Valley . IS TR L. 1o 1] None 140,000 140,000 None
Butte Valley... 1 Sept. 1, 1923 594,000 | Jan. 1, 1944-1963 None 594,000 None 594,000
ByroneBothativ. . covenal s nacanaal b co il Ol 112 8 S, Nene 650,000 43,000 607,000
1 Nov. 1, 1920 gB0 000 | Jam, 1, 19241082 ] = 6 |iicicivsesilimmeenssinse 550,000 43,000 507,000
2 100,000 | July- I, 19881060 | 6 |Licisisscewslisciscissnes 100,000 1. ke e 100,000
Camp Far West 200,000 | July 1, 1937-1956 6 None 21 000 179,000 None 179,000
Carmichael TR . ittt dad e None None 120,000 19,800 100,200
1 July 1, 1916 90,000 | July 1, 1923-1942 BiRgll oo susc it L BoniR -, 4 90,000 19,800 70,200
2 Jan, 1, 1926 30,000 | Jan. 1, 1933-1945 i O | 30,000 |--beososucas 30,000
(8779175311 ¢y WS S VR TS 1 July 1,1929 200,000 | July 1, 1934-1953 6 None 200,000 None None None
Citrus Heights 1 Aug. 1, 1921 262,000 | July 1, 1926-1945 6 None 47,600 215,000 24,000 191,000
ComplonsDelevant s de i b (ol e il e e S 90000 Lo 52,000 126,000 781,000 397,000 384,000
1 Dee. 1, 1921 575,000 | Jan. 1, 1922-1936 6 52000 |otmmsacnns- 523,000 397,000 126,000
1-Ref. Jan. 1,1927 384,000 | Jan. 1,1937-1950 [ | AL o g 126,000 258{000 |oBbwusasnin 258,000
(Gl Gt SRR L S e, | (R BROOBE . oo None 850,000 505,000 345,000
1 July 1,1922 770000 | Jan: 1,1924-1938 | = B3 |ecodivaccnuifocosmiaioa 775,000 459,000 316,000
2 July 1,1922 75,000 | Jan. 1,1924-1933 | = 518 |accceccmon|ocoaoooooooo 75,000 46,000 29,000
51 R RN Y e ot ST 1 Jan. 1,1920 760,000 | Jan. 1,1931-1955 None 760,000 None 760,000
(s R RC SR [T SR, S, T T W 454000 | ..o 111,000 343,000 85,000 258,000
1 June 1, 1920 192,000 & July 1, 1925-1940:] = 6 [eeccemceiccc|ocsccmuinons 192,000 60,000 132,000
2 June 1, 1921 75,000 | July 1,1925-1940 10,000 65,000 25,000 40,000
3-Ref. June 1, 1925 187,000 | July 1, 1941-1951 101,000 86,000 |:-tinmcocrsn 86,000
950 SRR USRS SR S 1 T SR SRR | e R None None None None None
(6] 4oTe) HOL) 7o) 1 SUMSRIRRPT PN R e U SRR B 0000 e el o 80,000 None None None None
2700 R R N 1 Sept. 1, 1927 25,000 | July 1,1929-1938 6 None None 25,000 2,500 22,500
East Contra Costao oo ovmeoeeoooeeee i T32m000N e oo 1,301,000 45,000 1,256,000
Brentwood. 514,000 | Jan. 1,1935-1954 514,000 |ococooooo___ 514,000
Knightsen 650,000 | July 1,1927-1946 650,000 45,000 605,000
Lone Tree 160,000 | Jan. 1,1928-1947 187,000 oo e csrana 137,000
1908 R RN, DA SV T 430,000 1, 1937-1956 423,000 None 423,000
1, 1937-1956 275,000 |-cococomanns 275,000
1, 1940-1952 P10 R A ——— 28,000 |-
1, 1940-1956 120,000 foceooooooo_. 120,000
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SUMMARY OF STATISTICAL DATA RELATING TO BONDS AND OUTSTANDING WARRANTS
OF CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICTS,! JANUARY 1, 1930

(Totals for each district are in bold face type)
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TABLE IV
Continued

Status of bond issues, January 1, 1930 Interest bearing
Tasevaliect - warrajlts outs’{andmg
Number of Dates bonds voted Range Coupon Sha ea A i r anuary 1,
Name of district i o including of e stgf:;lf;xgn of \ Dlspﬁslt;(‘))llldof bonds Bond é’:f’;ﬁ%m in 1930
issues bonds refunding maturities per cent
1ssues i
Cancelled Unsold Sold Retired | Outstanding | Principal Interest? 1930 | 1929
k
|
BEBOrAA 0 s o, o crrat i o o 1 Mar. 1,1927 | $1,300,000 | Jan. 1,1948-1967 6 None $700,000 $600,000 None $600,000 None None None | None:
|
NemeliSe. = oo o s liE M E o None None None None None None None $3,272 E None
200,000 | July 1,1924-1943 6 None 40,000 160,000 $36,000 124,000 None None None None
________________________________________________________________________________________ Nome o oacocow o cnnn b 3,537 $4,829
2,270,000 | July 1,1948-1967 6 None 2,270,000 None None None None None 10,618 17,830
2,000.050 _____________________________ None None 2,000,000 1,500,000 500,000 None None None None
1 Mar. 18, 1921 1,750,000 | Jan. 1, 1923-1932 60 emaeoetes o PR 1,750,000 1,314,000 C i )18 R (RS T TR SRR L DOCRER
2 Mar. 18, 1921 250,000 | Jan. 1,1923-1932 B Seseses seccol oo ooty 250,000 186,000 T R DEERE U (NS ISV R
GIentEColusal care s cuva s et dhdiuesiisnaticoeaianssanidlo o o TR A L AT N RO NICL RN $182,850 15,000 2,689,150 1,030,300 1,658,850 None None 91,190 57,800
1 Oct. 1,1920 2,587,000 | Jan. 1,1922-1941 6 182,860/ |- ooeooon s 2,404,150 1,030,300 133880 e T s e
1-Ref. Nov. 1,1924 300,000 | Jan. ‘1,1935-1941 (i [ Ere e S E 15,000 285,000 |- B oo 28000 - o Sl el e e
Grenganieel T Lol e fay o ac o ke i Lo o 1 July 1,1921 240,000 | July 1, 1926-1940 6 None None 240,000 None 240,000 64,000 $51,960 22,564 15,024
ETEEAE phrmn Ao, B n b e L sl b ol e AR ATLAE o W, NONOE o n A o e et None None None None None None None 6,320 4,409
Hot Bpnine Valloy o coovadiiansiasinicsonie joaspsmmnasnlbason e SO0 L RN A N | SN None None 160,000 58,000 102,000
1 May 1, 1920 100,000 | Jan. 1, 1923-1936 {1y SRR TR SR Bl 100,000 52,000 48,000
2 Oct. 15,1921 60,000 | Jan. 1,1927-1939 - T RSO = it . 60,000 6,000 54,000
fapperinleaedmla Ll By e el e et b 16,000,000 | ... . ... ... 16,000,000 900,000 | 15,100,000
1 Jan. 1,1915 3,600,000 | Jan. 1, 1936-1955 3,500,000 |-.cocoooo-- 3,500,000
2 July 1, 1917 2,500,000 | July 1,1938-1957 2,500,000 |--ooooo_..
3 Oct. 1,1919 2,500,000 | July 1, 1925-1934 2,600,000 900,000
4 July 1,1922 7,500,000 | July 1, 1935-1956 7,500,000 |- oo ..o
IelandiNoy B 2ot o sne e sonut vt b s S u gt o bl ~ BB NOhOREo - ol o oter None None None None None None None
S D SRS SR S 1 Dec. 1, 1920 238,000 | Jan. 1, 1923-1942 238,000 60,000 178,000 None None None None
T VR SR S PR Y- | i May 15, 1920 1,000,000 | Jan. 1, 1928-1947 1,000,000 5,000 995,000 145,000 205,350 120 2,100
B Canadae Mecss . oo diedonto oMbl ek oSl o SN 2 e 328,000 None 328,000 None None None None
3 1 July 1, 19256 154,000 | July 1, 1936-1960 O et R e e TR 154,000 |- oo 1541000 |- cvnsocanasasasmamssens|inssacguasas | snnadasaas ot
2 July 1, 1928 174,000 | July 1, 1949-1968 | IRy D S L 174,000 |- B coczae g L e T R C ) D EE e L
Baderac . oo coindbsoresnansntuasaniea e asbinde vt e nls e b s e 2000000 |- oonocoihcnncacmies|meemmre s None 200,000 None None None None None None None
051 D S B R 1 July 1, 1921 265,000 | July 1, 1923-1932 6 None None 265,000 185,500 79,500 None None None None
liicelang iese® s Ui Moo o eol b Sl e e LS NoRgRle. - i cenpnn fectoacios None None None None None None None None None
Eakeside. ioa e tocasinbonadoasnesmmatmmnn 1 Feb. 1, 1025 35,000 | Jan. 1, 1946-1965 6 None None 35,000 None 35,000 None None 12,081 13,398
La Mesa, Lemon Grove and Spring Valley...| .. .. |-oco_______. S RS IS 1,166,500 500,000 2,066,000 10,000 2,056,000 None None None None
il July 1, 1914 1,232,500 | June 30, 1935-1939 6 10660001 e ,000 10,000 ST B | R - [T | S e e
2 Jan. 1, 1925 2,500,000 | Jan. 1, 1946-1965 (I PSR 500,000 2,000,000 |~.Loooolonan 25000000018 e o hili . de SaMREe Sl el e e
187511 RS IS TR RE A T I e B None |- Nons None None None None None None None : None
|
e, T RS SR I e I ST S NSRRI S SR e P SR S SR T PR N SR S SRR, SRR S (L
Eindsay-Bhrathmore. . cow sl cuvsmnsnsusiacs fasmponucinalmavasnomsid e vo ST 01 L R e W None None 1,650,000 58,500 1,591,500
1 July 1, 1916 1,400,000 | July 1, 1927-1946 SR TN, IUSR (RRah, R 1,400,000 56,000 1,344,000
2 Oct. 1, 1918 250,000 | Oct. 1, 1929-1948 8 hillddoskad somlliiec vy o o ol 250,000 2,500 247,500
A3 o Ta) e Oy ) RN N SN | (LA SNSRI [ . B 388000 s sosan 368,000 8,000 360,000
3 July 1, 1914 60,000 | Jan. 1, 1934-1054 60,000 1c Lol ccsanes 60,000
4 Jan. 16, 1920 200,000 | Jan. 1, 1941-1960 200,000 |stoncnsosis 200,000
5 May 1, 1921 48,000 | Jan. 1, 1925-1942 48,000 8,000 40,000
6 Jan. 1, 1925 60,000 | Jan. 1, 1941-1960 60,000} ke zeanpnss 60,000
BHOERHEY. oo auosand snants sans ot dtnsbon [bocsuassata e e e Nghe s samrad cosame e None None None
15 1 (0 R e S S S e S S A 28,000§000 1 sticceaticoiousenas 200,000 200,000 None
1st Div. | Oet. 1,1921 | ________I__| July 1, 1927-1928 200,000 2001000818 wet eIl L e MRt e o0 e e ponl e s S B







SUMMARY OF STATISTICAL DATA RELATING TO BONDS AND OUTSTANDING WARRANTS
OF CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICTS,! JANUARY 1, 1930

(Totals for each district are in bold face type)

TABLE 1V
Continued

Face value of

Status of bond issues, January 1, 1930

Interest bearing
warrants outstanding

Number of Dates bonds voted Range Coupon s v e . January 1
Name of distriet bond of including of rates D w;iosxtéon of Dlsposxtxor]xdof bonds Bond E&iﬁ%ﬂts a 1930°
issues bonds refunding maturities per cent bonds 80
issues
Cancelled Unsold Sold Retired | Outstanding | Principal Interest? 1930 1929
INEREWEIIL oon S e 1 Sept. 15, 1918 $260,000 | Jan. 1, 1922-1941 $260,000 $26,000 §234,000 $78,000 $54,570 $436 $44,190
IMBRGET it et b it e i I e S A o bt S . £ o] SRR | 16,250,000 |- - oooooooeoon 16,250,000 16,250,000 None None None None
11st Div. | Jan. 1, 1922 3,120,000 | Jan. 1, 1933-1950 ,120,000 6,120,000
12d Div. | Jan. 1, 1922 1,800,000 | Jan. 1, 1951-1953 1,800,000 1,800,000
13d Div. | Jan. 1, 1922 1,420,000 | Jan. 1, 1954-1955 1,420,000 1,420,000
1 4th Div.| Jan. 1, 1922 5,660,000 | Jan. 1, 1956-1962 5,660,000 5,660,000
2 May 1, 1924 3,250,000 | Jan. 1, 1937-1964 3,250,000 3,250,000
3 April 1, 1926 1,000,000 | Jan. 1, 1965-1966 1,000,000 1,000,000
v 2 20 VI SIS SR epR e R | EPREL W, SEOC. G SE RO SO $46,000 $236,000 4,855,511 4,265,307
1-Ref. May 1, 1902 1,056,511 | Jan. 1, 1923-1942 5 46,000 |_____._ 1,010,511 562,907
Jan. 1, 1903 8,000 | Jan. 1,1914-1923 6 8,000 | 18,000 |- _..____
2-Ref. Jan. 5, 1904 332,000 | Jan. 1, 1925-1944 5 332,000 228,400 |-
3 July 1, 1909 200,000 | July 1, 1930-1939 [T [ s f T || e g 200,000 188,000 |-
4 Jan. 1, 1911 50,000 | Jan. 1, 1932-1941 [ G PRl 4| SO 50,000 49,000 |-
5 July 1, 1914 500,000 | July 1, 1935-1954 B S A e 500,000 500,000 |-
6 July 1,1914 110,000 | July 1, 1935-1954 (i . ool AN T | S A 110,000 110,000 |.
7 July 1, 1920 1,180,000 | July 1, 1931-1950 6 el 1,180,000 1,180,000 |-
8 July 1, 1920 181,600 | July 1, 1931-1950 6 Heeccaaio s oo 181,600 181,600 |.
9 July 1, 1920 150,000 | July 1, 1931-1950 [ | R 150,000 150,000 |.
10 July 1, 1920 190,000 | July 1, 1931-1950 (iR R b J B | e 190,000 190,000 |-
11 July 1, 1920 298,400 | July 1, 1931-1950 (A & A e 298,400 298,400 |
12 Oct. 1, 1923 135,000 | July 1, 1934-1953 O blial b bras Sl 135,000 129,000 |-
13 Jan, 1, 1924 500,000 | July 1, 1944-1953 (7t [RON N N | S e 500 000 498,000 |
14 Jan. 1, 1927 236,000 | Jan. 1, 1942-1951 1) S T N (0] IESR N ST IR R
3
Mojave River!.__ .o o TURRTARES T o111 O 5 R SR None 5,600,000 None None
1st Div. 1933- (1 (SR 2000001 R Benl B BT e
2d Div. 1 1935 1954 6 eesacineas 2, 150 (T (O Bei ouy Sl TR N (A SR
DN (5 I - R e W el N IR 1 Jan, 1, 1926 1,395,000 | Jan. 1, 1947-1966 B i rehamins Bt m s iemtiol 1,395,000 1,395,000 None 27,350 None None
L T o NSRS e e UL D B LT R S 7ot e None 196,500 195,500 186,000 21,000 None 8,303 8,802
1 Oct. 1, 1921 200,000 | July 1, 1926-1940 (ONPYI ST 5wty | 5,000 195,000 185,500
1-Ref. July 1, 1927 192,000 | July 1, 1933-1967 (6 ENE e XA 0 1 e 191,500 500 500
IS D S NS Y SR I | D LS L8, e R GRAPONAR L L s L B S e None 1,898,000 7,944,000 7.944,000
11st Div. | July 1, 1925 6,000,000 | July 1, 1936-1965 6,000,000 6,000,000
12d Div. | July 1, 1926 1,250,000 | July 1, 1933-1965 1,250,000 1,250,000
2 July 1, 1928 2,592,000 | July 1, 1949-1962 694,000 694,000
Newport Heights 1 Jan. 1, 1920 160,000 | Jan. 1, 1941-1960 160,000 160,000
Newport Mesa. -« ooo oo 1 June 1,1919 50,000 | July 1, 1940-1959 50,000 50,000 None None Neone None:
(B0/% I TSR S p e SR T R L | T BOIBI000! [ e 3,675,000 3,480,000
1 July 1, 1910 1,600,000 | July 1, 1931-1940 1,600,000 1,600,000
2 Jan. 1,1913 400,000 | Jan. 1,1934-1943 400,000 00,000
3 July 1, 1915 400,000 | July 1, 1936-1955 400,000 400,000 |-
4 Jan. 1, 1924 175,000 | Jan. 1, 1925-1931 175,000 150,000 25,000
5 June 21, 1925 1,100,000 | Jan. 1, 1927-1965 1,100,000 35,000 1,065,000
Oroville-Wyandotte...._._________.________ 1 Jan. 1, 1923 2,000,000 | Jan. 1, 1944-1963 6 None 941,000 1,059,000 None 1,059,000 None None 25,879 19,765
D818 ValloH e o cmim s smmimm i s i 1 Jan. 1, 1924 1,650,000 | Jan. 1, 1940-1959 514 None 1,178,500 471,500 None 471,500 None 90,764 None None
Balmdaless: . 2o b it i, o idaiony oL w12 0 o LI B 0. S0 RS 0 R R S SR None 100,000 445,000 445,000 None 120,150 27,248 15,296,
1 May 16, 1920 382,000 | Jan. 1, 1941-1960 (ifll ST S G - L oy S 382,000
2 May 1, 1921 63,000 | Jan. 1, 1933-1042 6 # 63,000
3 June 1, 1925 100,000 | Jan. 1, 1941-1960 67 |l ok m A ! 100,000 |-ooooooo_
o v IR R R o e . W LRI AR e S | SR 32,000 1,562,000 4,913,330 653,000 | #4,280,330 None None, 90,000 90,000
Mutual Water Co.._ 1 Feb. 1, 1916 500,000 | Feb. 1, 1922-1935 LN PR Kt ST e ) 500,000 270,000 230,000 a3
Levee District.- - 1 May 1, 1918 1,285,951 | May 1, 1919-1958 6% 1,253,951 320,000 933,951
Levee Distriet- o cooooo-- 2 Nov. 1, 1922 371,379 | Nov. 1, 1923-1962 615 371,379 63,000 308,379
Drainage Distriet________ 1 Dec. 1, 1921 850,000 | Jan, 1, 1933-1942 6 850,000 |- ovooeono 850,000
Irrigation Distriet._._... 11st Div. | Sept. 1, 1925 3,114,000 | July 1, 1937-1955 6 ,464, 1,650,000 |________._.__ 1,650,000
Irrigation District 12d Div. | Sept. 1, 1925 173,000 | Ju 1, 1938-1955 6 98,000 000 1E e 75,000
Irrigation District 2-Ref. Sept. 1, 1925 213,000 | July 1, 1937-1955 0 15 ke e ek, Sl ot 2 213,000 | oo ceenannn 213,000
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SUMMARY OF STATISTICAL DATA RELATING TO BONDS AND OUTSTANDING WARRANTS

OF CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICTS,! JANUARY 1, 1930 TABLE IV
(Totals for each district are in bold face type) Continued
Status of bond issues, January 1, 1930 Triterentbeasing
e " Fﬁce d\sralue 3f s 3 warr%nts outstanding
umber of ates onds vote nge Joupon OO . .. v . anuary 1,
o ritte, R o S e o i Dlsxﬁrlxté‘sm of stposn;gxfdof bonds Bond p:zgxgnts in 1930
issues bonds refunding maturities per cent
1s5ues
Cancelled Unsold Sold Retired Outstanding | Principal Interest? 1930 1929
Paradise. ol cni i dii s pa s ra e e e e e $A90:000- o oo e e None None $490,000 $6,000 $484,000
1 May 1, 1917 350,000 | May 1, 1938-1957 860,000 |-Shoeoaaa 350,000
2 July 1, 1920 140,000 | July 1, 1925-1956 140,000 6,000 134,000
Botter VAlEY - « oo weemammnndom s am e i eE S 1l July 1,1928 100,000 | July 1, 1933-1952 97,000 None 97,000 None Nene None None
Princeton-Codora-Glenn. ... ... ___.______. 1 July 1, 1918 175,000 | July 1, 1939-1958 6 None None 175,000 None 175,000 None None $3,900 $8,491
IBRONVIUEIIE e s b oot LB ol SRS Cab L SR Rines I, [0 S R PN S None None 1,190,000 170,000 1,020,000 None $11,000 Nene None
15 Aug. 15, 1918 1,000,000 | Aug. 15, 1930-1949 (R O e e 1,000,000 . 28 ..o 1,000,000 |____________ TROOONIL A S0 L s
2 Aug. 9, 1921 190,000 | July 1, 1922-1933 (G B e B SR 190,000 170,000 LAY S (R IS | SRR, S S
RAMDIAL oe -t aed Sceme ot e 0 1 July 1, 1926 91,000 | July 1, 1947-1966 6 None None 91,000 None 91,000 None None 5,727 10,015
RedRoCkAGEOEKE - o oo o et e o el A s o T {1 D [ 1 R e None 442,160 None None None None None None 12,000
11st Div. | Jan. 1, 1926 175,000 | Jan. 1, 1947-1966 6 fetcecsstizees 1750008 0w o Se . B i dksite SRE Son o Sl en st S e St
______________ e L e e | R, O DOTAGUR e b G [ B e et S SBR[l SO e el i R e e
Riverdale. .ooocovccedivainnnssasnsadnasa 1 Oct. 1, 1922 123,000 | July 1, 1925-1933 6 None None 123,000 58,000 65,000 None None None None
San Dieguito 1 April 1, 1923 400,000 | Jan. 1, 1931-1950 6 None None 400,000 None 400,000 None Nene None None
(o 1) O P R S e T 1 Nov. 1, 1923 700,000 | July 1, 1933-1952 6 None None 700,000 None 700,000 None None None None
SETHVBTATOL & i b i b S e e o ) il Jan. 1, 1913 25,000 | Jan. 1, 1934-1943 5 None None 25,000 None 25.000 None None 28,796 32,485
oot IVAllEY. - coumon s mvmsan mmn i at o 1 July 1, 1920 125,000 | July 1, 1923-1937 6 None None 125,000 47,000 78,000 None None None 5,000
1300 (s ST S R SRR 1 July 1, 1929 200,000 | July 1, 1934-1953 6 None 200,000 None None None None None None None
South Montebello. o oo caem e 1 June 30, 1923 125,000 | Jan. 1, 1926-1945 6 None None 125,000 31,000 94,000 None None None None
SothIBan JORAUIN - o L o o ctscmemmn e~ S na st S s ST L DBERDODIL. oo e e s None None 5,985,000 35,000 5,950,000
1 July 1, 1910 1,875,000 | July 1, 1931-1940 S e 1,875,000 1,875,000
2 April 18, 1913 1,170,000 | April 18, 1934-1942 5 = 1,170,000 1,170,000
3 July 1,1913 790,000 | July 1, 1934-1943 5 = 90,000 790,000
4 Sept. 1, 1919 500,000 | July 1, 1940-1959 515 |- 500,000 500,000
5 Nov. 6, 1923 550,000 | July 1,1944-1963 514 |- 550,000 |.___ 550,000
6 June 21, 1925 1,100,000 | Jan. 1, 1927-1965 () iy | LI S 1,100,000 1,065,000
(ST T R e B C e I L 1 April 1, 1923 360,000 | Jan. 1, 1931-1950 6 360,000 360,000
Pable Mountain. . ooemmcommmconmmahem e se s s se s Sl e s i ABZ000) |- consesomasmsmmpualoommo s, 187,000 None 187,000
1 July 1, 1923 125,000 | July 1, 1944-1963 (7 TR 125,000 |_ooooooooo_ 125,000
2 Mar. 1, 1927 62,000 | Jan. 1, 1948-1967 {1/t PRI o e 62,000 |-iioeocnonen s
U Vs AR SRR TR, 1 Nov. 1, 1916 1,000,000 | Nov. 1, 1927-1946 6 1,000,000 107,000 893,000
TDBEMRAIN .« oneibnie s s il b b b s e i e = Sl BROIOAD Jooico oo smmrtomn o [oaplinnmis 320,000 None 320,000
1 Mar. 1, 1923 270,000 | Jan. 1, 1934-1953 (g ST S 270,080 | & .. - .- 270,000
- 2 May 1, 1926 50,000 | Jan. 1, 1947-1966 B A cona s 8 00,000 |8 mnaes 50,000
Findusma Biver s e oetemsmosmacnc o o Alotecunpaatin o - B L bud None! |ocsclsuemamadassen ftoce el sidinant [onmusa mdaadl None |-_.coceceooe None
117V o O] (71 R SRR . R SRR 1 May 1, 1923 52,170 | Jan. 1, 1939-1963 6 None None 52,170 None 52,170
BRI o s s dinnai b Rot it i Jan. 1, 1920 260,000 | Jan. 1, 1924-19556 5% None None 260,000 16,000 250,000
L1 e A e T et B00/DO0: |- oo s i B a e [ mem None None 500,000 500,000 None None None None None
1 T P TR L CUl) e 1 July 1, 1921 806,000 | Jan. 1, 1926-1943 6 None None 806,000 None 806,000 $94,000 RIS208 | et
117 RS SN SRR SRR, SRR ey, ST Y QHHA00. | o snnamianiang]edbioaband $44,000 None 9,070,000 2,010,000 7,059,900 None None None None
Original |- oo 1,200,000
1-Ref. July 1, 1902 1,200,000 | Jan. 1, 1922-1942 540,000 616,000
1 Jan. 1, 1905 200,000 | Jan. 1, 1926-1935 70,100 129,900
2 July 1, 1910 100,000 | July 1, 1931-1940 100,000
3 Jan. 1,1911 1,206,000 | Jan. 1, 1932-1941 1,206,000
4 July 1, 1920 2,570,000 | July 1, 1936-1951 2,570,000
5 July 1, 1920 1,028,000 | July 1, 1936-1951 1,028,000
6 July 1, 1920 510,000 | July 1, 1941-1960 510,000
7 Jan. 1, 1924 500,000 | Jan. 1,1927-1936 300,000
8 Dec. 31, 1926 600,000 | July 1, 1932-1946 600,000
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OF CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION DISTRICTS,! JANUARY 1, 1930 TABLE IV
(Totals for each district are in bold face type) Continued
| | ;
* Status of bond issues, January 1, 1930 Luterest hearing
it - F 1;medvatl\m gf # warrants outstanding
Name of district u&n‘g o 22% ?scligiontge ag;ge Croa;ggn Disposition of Disposition of bonds Bond payments in Jatllggay L
issues bonds refunding maturities per cent bonds sol efault
issues
Cancelled ' Unsold Sold Retired Outstanding | Principal Interest? 1930 1928

Vandaliad® .« sl SRN. S b ) 6 W 1 ] o 1 April 1, 1924 $210,000 | Jan. 1, 1928-1947 6 None J‘ None $210,000 $16,800 $193,200 None None None None-
L0 R 'y B BT T T L O T 1 Jan. 1, 1925 1,700,000 | Jan. 1, 1946-1965 6 None T None 1,700,000 Nene 1,700,000 None None None None
WA~ et B TR e Bl o n el T INORBR |t o L iR M | None | None None None None None None $32,000 $38,000
Waterfondee: 2or a0 NSRINEIR  ) te 6701000 1 ool None None 670,000 18,525 651,475

1 Oct. 1, 1916 465,000 | Oct. 1, 1927-1946 Dy ey L RO 465,000 9,300 455,700

2 July 1, 1919 205,000 | July 1, 1927-1946 500 ER M NEE O, 205,000 9,225 195,775
i R L TS Nl SN N B 595,000 | . _____._____ 556,000 15,000 541,000

1 Jan. 1, 1917 295,000 | Jan. 1, 1938-1957 295,000 |- .____ 295,000

2 July 1, 1918 100,000 | July 1, 1939-1958 100,000 |- ___ 100,000

3 Jan, 1, 1920 150,000 | Jan. 1, 1930-1939 150,000 15,000 135,000

4 Feb. 1, 1929 50,000 | Jan. 1, 1950-1969 1000 | 2o 11,000
West Stanislaus_ ... ___.__________________ 1 July 1, 1927 1,216,376 | July 1, 1932-1957 6 None 141,376 1,075,000 None 1,075,000 None None None None-
IWaHiamal - . o oo SO be i I o A S Lyeseng | .. o ool None 234,000 964,000 395,000 569,000 $10,000 $122,370 41,598 41,597

11 o July 1, 1921 600,000 | Jan. 1, 1923-1937 (A S ERRE e 147,000 453,000 395,000 {0 | ERESSHE TS| e et o R o R T

2 1st Div.

Ref. Jan. 1, 1924 466,000 | Jan. 1, 1942-1959 6 87,000 379,000 e =

22d Div. | Jan. 1, 1924 115,000 | Jan. 1, 1959-1961 6 i 115,000 115,000 |- oo iz

3 June 1, 1924 17,000 | Jan. 1, 1945-1961 6 ol 17,000 LA U1 R oL
Woodbridge. - oo et e 1 Mar. 1, 1928 325,000 | Jan. 1, 1930-1954 5% None 17,000 308,000 5,000 303,000 None None None None.

‘$1 54,827,047 $1,626,350 | $45,000,476 |$108,200,221 | $11,108,339 | $97,091,882 $477,000 $1,132,758 | $1,157,490 $1 .536,287.

! Summary contains data on Crooks Canyon, Owens Valley, Red Rock Creek, Crescent, Lakeland, Lemoore,
2 Does not include interest on bonds after date of maturity.

s Interest payments due from Jul,
4 East Contra Costa district for
s By agreement, bonds of Williams Irrig

Lucerne, Mojave River, Tule and Baxter Creek districts which are considered as inactive or partially active.

y 1, 1927, to January 1, 1932, inclusive, deferred by agreement made with bondholders,

med in 1926 by consolidation of Brentwood, Knightsen and Lone Tree irrigation districts.

ation Distriet, now consolidated with Glenn-

¢ Negotiations are being carried on relative to compromise of Maxwell indebtedness.

7 Organized as an irrigation district,
# Ineludes Levee district, Drainage

* Bonds matured prior to date of sale. ) p
10 Construction charges Bureau of Reclamation not considered,

but name changed to Montague Water Conservation District, September, 1926,
district and Mutual Water Co. bonds which were assumed by Palo Verde irrigation district.

Colusa district, are an obligation against lands in Williams district only.
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TABLE V. BOND OBLIGATIONS OF ACTIVE CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION
DISTRICTS JANUARY 1, 1930

Estimated area

Bonds outstanding per acre

. Year Bonds
District fortied ' outstanding, I
5 Gross Irrigable total Gross Irrigable
acres acres area area
Alpaugh 1915 8,175 8,039 $263,190 $32 19 $32 74
Alta e 1888 129,300 112,600 272,000 210 2 41
Anderson-Cottonwood.-.__._.________ 1914 32,000 28,064 1,170,000 36 56 41 69
Banta-Carbona.___ 1921 14,379 14,248 1,131,060 78 66 79 38
Baxter Creelc. .. cocoa o __________ 1917 9,336 8,636 511,000 54 73 59 17
Beaumonts 218 Tk T Edees 1919 4,141 3,161 263,200 63 56 83 26
1T gt IR N D) T 1927 3,570 2,546 64,000 17'93 25 14
ButteValley: o deoooo e flil 1L 1920 28,686 17,500 594,000 20 71 33 94
Byron-Bethany..._.________________ 1919 17,200 12,544 607,000 35 29 48 39
Camp Far West_ .o _.o_____________ 1924 4,089 2,658 179,000 43 78 67 34
Garmichasl L Beabiio ool eais 3 1916 3,138 3,038 100,200 31 93 32 98
Citrus Heights_ . ______________ 1920 3,077 3,066 191,000 62 07 62 30
Compton-Delevan_..__._.__________ 1920 12,652 11,500 384,000 30 35 33 39
Consolidated .- _______._._.____ 1921 149,047 145,757 345,000 2 31 2 37
@ordoran._ mat. o Wa ) 1919 51,606 51,000 760,000 14 73 14 90
Cordugoco o ______ s 1919 5,461 5,421 258,000 47 24 47 59
Meer Creekies o oo I LT B33 0 ) 1926 1,907 1,663 22,500 11 80 13 53
East Contra Costa.. =5 1926 20,200 19,760 1,256,000 62 18 63 56
ElCaming o Lo ol o 0 T 1921 7,549 7,549 423,000 56 03 56 03
El Dorado L et 1925 30,000 19,905 600,000 20 00 30 14
Darranloe Lo L e 1917 3,900 3,400 124,000 3179 36 47
Fresno 1920 241,300 239,080 500,000 2 07 2 09
Glenn-Colusa 1920 121,592 118,592 1,658,850 13 64 13 99
Grenada. 1921 4,948 3,510 40,000 48 50 68 38
Hot Spring Vall 1919 9,497 9,000 102,000 10 74 11 33
Imperial ity 1911 605,000 515,000 | 15,100,000 24 96 29 32
Jacinto = 1917 11,554 10,300 178,000 15 41 17 28
1920 26,266 18,266 995,000 37 88 54 47
1924 1,294 1,294 328,000 253 48 253 48
1920 34,858 30,000 79,500 2 28 2 65
1924 320 288 35,000 109 38 121 53
1913 18,000 13,500 2,056,000 114 22 151 85
1915 15,250 14,540 1,591,500 104 36 109 46
1892 3,073 2,877 360,000 117 15 125 13
1918 8,820 6,000 234,000 26 53 39 00
1919 189,682 171,700 | 16,250,000 85 67 94 64
1887 81,183 78,759 4,265,307 52 54 54 16
Montague.... 1925 26,117 18,531 1,395,000 53 41 75 28
Naglee Burk. 1920 2,871 2,846 186,000 64 79 65 35
INevadalsbe i hia o, el -~ 1921 263,500 164,000 7,944,000 30 15 48 44
Newport Heights_ .. .__.____________ 1918 1,503 1,503 160,000 106 45 106 45
Newport Mesa...._____ 1918 694 400 50,000 72 05 125 00
1909 74,240 66,800 3,490,000 47 01 52 25
1919 24,100 22,300 1,059,000 43 94 47 49
1918 4,756 4,698 445,000 93 57 94 72
1923 88,693 70,000 4,260,330 48 03 60 86
1916 11,260 9,836 484,000 42 98 49 21
1924 7 4,195 97,000 19 24 23 12
Princeton-Codora-Glenn..__ 1916 13,656 12,290 175,000 12 81 14 24
Brovidents. X = o 1918 22,806 21,000 1,020,000 44 73 48 57
Rationa, o s sl B0 BB 1925 650 585 91,000 140 00 155 55
Riverdale.. 1920 15,830 14,800 65,000 411 43
San Dlegulto 1922 3,900 3,700 400,000 102 56 108 11
Santa Fe__ . 1923 10,106 6,980 700,000 69 27 100 29
SRl RN I ) S 1911 502 462 25,000 49 80 54 11
Seott Valley_.__.__________________ 1917 5,125 4,000 78,000 15 22 19 50
South Montebello.. 1922 910 829 94,000 103 30 113 39
South San Joaquin. 1909 71,112 66,465 5,950,000 83 67 89 52
Sti 1921 11,750 11,000 360,000 30 64 32 73
‘Table Mountain_._.__________.______ 1922 1,955 , 187 000 95 65 105 06
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TABLE V. BOND OBLIGATIONS OF ACTIVE CALIFORNIA IRRIGATION
DISTRICTS JANUARY 1, 1930—Continued

Estimated area Bonds outstanding per acre
‘g Year Bonds
District ormad outstanding,
Gross Irrigable , tota Gross Irrigable
acres acres area area

1915 12,285 12,070 $893,000 $72 69 $73 98
1922 3,110 2,940 320,000 102 89 108 84
1922 1,084 98: 52,170 48 13 53 02
1918 10,750 10,190 250,000 23 26 24 53
1920 15,015 9,795 806,000 53 68 82 29
Panlogk.tL cos lnns ol a0 L SR 1887 181,498 179,278 7,059,900 38 90 39 38
Vandalia. ool ol oodon n ol 1923 1,276 1,253 193,200 151 41 154 19
wVABA -l e i S 1923 18,162 14,610 1,700,000 93 60 116 36
Waterford. - 1 Ll oiiiolo o 1913 14,110 11,424 651,475 46 17 57.03
WestBide. - L~ _ e 1915 11,828 11,811 541,000 45 74 45 80
West Stanislaus_ ___________________ 1920 21,400 21,000 1,075,000 50 23 51 19
Woodbridge_ - oo 1924 13,851 13,330 i 21 88 22 73
Totals and averages. - - .- _|ccacaann 2,877,496 2,512,446 | $96,051,382 $33 38 $38 23
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PUBLICATIONS OF THE
DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

When the Department of Public Works was created in July, 1921, the State Water Commission was succeeded
by the Division of Water Rights, and the Department of Engineering was succeeded by the Division of
Engineering and Irrigation in all duties except those pertaining to State Architect. Both the Division of
Water Rights and the Division of Engineering and Irrigation functioned until August, 1929, when they were
consolidated to form the Division of Water Resources.

STATE WATER COMMISSION

First Report, State Water Commission, March 24 to November 1, 1912.

Second Report, State Water Commission, November 1, 1912, to April 1, 1914,
*Biennial Report, State Water Commission, March 1, 1915, to December 1, 1916.
Biennial Report, State Water Commission, December 1, 1916, to September 1, 1918.
Biennial Report, State Water Commission, September 1, 1918, to September 1, 1920.

DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS

*Bulletin No. 1—Hydrographic Investigation of San Joaquin River, 1920-1923.

*Bulletin No. 2—Kings River Investigation, Water Master’s Reports, 1918-1923.

*Bulletin No. 8—Proceedings First Sacramento-San Joaquin River Problems Con-
ference, 1924.

*Bulletin No. 4—Proceedings Second Sacramento-San Joaquin River Problems Con-
ference, and Water Supervisor’s Report, 1924,

Bulletin No. 5—San Gabriel Investigation—Basic Data, 1923-1926.

Bulletin No. 6—San Gabriel Investigation—Basic Data, 1926-1928.

Bulletin No. 7—San Gabriel Investigation—Analysis and Conclusions, 1929.

#*Bijennial Report, Division of Water Rights, 1920-1922.

*Biennial Report, Division of Water Rights, 1922-1924.

Biennial Report, Division of Water Rights, 1924-1926.

Biennial Report, Division of Water Rights, 1926-1928.

DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING

*Bulletin No. 1—Cooperative Irrigation Investigations in California, 1912-1914.

*Bulletin No. 2—Irrigation Districts in California, 1887-1915.

Bulletin No. 8—Investigations of Economic Duty of Water for Alfalfa in Sacra-
mento Valley, California, 1915.

*Bulletin No. 4—Preliminary Report on Conservation and Control of Flood Waters

in Coachella Valley, California, 1917.

*Bulletin No. 5—Report on the TUtilization of Mojave River for Irrigation in
Victor Valley, California, 1918.

*Bulletin No. §—California Irrigation District Laws, 1919 (now obsolete).

Bulletin No. 7—Use of water from Kings River, California, 1918.

*Bulletin No. 8—Flood Problems of the Calaveras River, 1919.

Bulletin No. 9—Water Resources of Kern River and Adjacent Streams and Their
Utilization, 1920.

*Biennial Report, Department of Engineering, 1907-1908.

*Biennial Report, Department of Engineering, 1908-1910.

*Biennial Report, Department of Engineering, 1910-1912.

*Bijennial Report, Department of Engineering, 1912-1914.

*Biennial Report, Department of Engineering, 1914-1916.

*Biennial Report, Department of Engineering, 1916-1918.

*Biennial Report, Department of Engineering, 1918-1920.

® Reports and Bulletins out of print. These may be borrowed by your local library from the California
State Library at Sacramento, California.
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Including Reports of the Former Division of Engineering and Irrigation

*Bulletin No. 1-—California Irrigation District Laws, 1921 (now obsolete).

*Bulletin No. 2—Formation of Irrigation Districts, Issuance of Bonds, etc., 1922.

Bulletin No. 3—Water Resources of Tulare County and Their Utilization, 1922.

Bulletin No. 4—Water Resources of California, 1923.

Bulletin No. 5—Flow in California Streams, 1923.

Bulletin No. 6—Irrigation Requirements of California Tands, 1923.

*Bulletin No. 7-—California Irrigation District Laws, 1923 (now obsolete).

*Bulletin No. 8—Cost of Water to Irrigators in California, 1925.

Bulletin No. 9—Supplemental Report on Water Resources of California, 1925.

*Bulletin No. 10—California Irrigation District T.aws, 1925 (now obsolete).

Bulletin No. 11-——Ground Water Resources of Southern San Joaquin Valley, 4927.

Bulletin No. 12—Summary Report on the Water Resources of California and a
Coordinated Plan for Their Development, 1927.

Bulletin No. 13—The Development of the Upper Sacramento River, containing U. S.
R. S. Cooperative Report on Iron Canyon Project, 1927.

Bulletin No. 14—The Control of Floods by Reservoirs, 1928.

*Bulletin No. 18——California Irrigation District Laws, 1927 (now obsolete).

Bulletin No. 18—California Irrigation District Laws, 1929 Revision.

Bulletin No. 19—Santa Ana Investigation, Flood Control and Conservation (with
packet of maps), 1928,

Bulletin No. 20—Kennett Reservoir Development, an Analysis of Methods and
Extent of TFinancing by Electric Power Revenue, 1929.

*Bulletin No. 21—Irrigation Districts in California, 1929.

Bulletin No. 21-A-——Report on Irrigation Districts in California for the Year
1929, 1930.

Bulletin No. 22—Report on Salt Water Barrier (two volumes), 1929.

Bulletin No. 23—Report of Sacramento-San Joaquin Water Supervisor, 1924-1928.

Bulletin No. 24-——A Proposed Major Development on American River, 1929,

Biennial Report, Division of Engineering and Irrigation, 1920-1922.

Biennial Report, Division of Engineering and Irrigation, 1922-1924.

Biennial Report, Division of Engineering and Irrigation, 1924-1926.

COOPERATIVE AND MISCELLANEOUS REPORTS

*Report of the Conservation Commission of California, 1912.
*Irrigation Resources of California and Their Utilization (Bul. 254, Office of Exp.
Sta., U. S. D. A.), 1913.

*Report, State Water Problems Conference, November 25, 1916.

*Report on Pit River Basin, April, 1915.

¥Report on Lower Pit River Project, July, 1915.

*Report on Iron Canyon Project. 1914,

*Report on Iron Canyon Project, California, May, 1920.

*Sacramento Flood Control Project (Revised Plans), 1925.

- Report of Commission Appointed to Investigate Causes Leading to the Failure of
St. Francis Dam, 1928.

Report of the Joint Committee of the Senate and Assembly Dealing With the Water

Problems of the State, 1929.

PAMPHLETS

Rules and Regulations Governing the Supervision of Dams in California, 1929.

Water Commission Act with Latest Amendments Thereto, 1929.

Rules and Regulations Governing the Appropriation of ‘Water in California, 1929.

Rules and Regulations Governing the Determination of Rights to Use of Water in
Accordance with the Water Commission Act, 1925.

Tables of Discharge for Parshall Measuring Flumes, 1928.

General Plans, Specifications and Bills of Material for Six and Nine Inch Parshall
Measuring Flumes, 1930.

* Reports and Bulletins out of print. 'These may be horrowed by your local library from the California
State Library at Sacramento, Califernia.
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